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Around The Capitol 








NUCLEAR TEST BAN 


President Eisenhower and British Prime Minister 
Harold Macmillan March 29 in Washington, D.C., issued 
a joint statement agreeing in principle to a March 20 
Soviet proposal, made at the three-power nuclear test 
ban talks in Geneva, for a moratorium on underground 
nuclear test explosions of below 19 kilotons. (For text, 
see p. 589) 

The two Western leaders, however, said the mora- 
torium on underground testing could not begin until the 
three powers had concluded a general nuclear weapons 
treaty banning all other nuclear weapons tests, with ade- 
quate provisions for control and inspection, and had set up 
joint research teams to find ways of detecting underground 
tests of below 19 kilotons. Current scientific methods 
cannot differentiate between small underground tests and 
natural phenomena like earthquakes. (For background, 
see Weekly Report p. 470) 

A briefing by spokesmen for Macmillan and the 
President made clear the moratorium they envisioned 
would be shorter than the four to five years proposed 
by the Soviets, and that the general treaty that preceded 
it would have to provide for more than the 20 on-site 
inspections proposed by the Soviets at Geneva. 


SUPREME COURT RULINGS 


The Supreme Court March 28, inthe Curtis Brothers 
case, held 6-0 that a provision of the Taft-Hartley Act -- 
29 USC 158 (b)l -- barring unions from restraining or 
coercing employees from exercising their rights to or- 
ganize and bargain could not be used by the National 
Labor Relations Board as the basis for ordering minority 
recognition picketing by a union ended. The case in- 
volved an International Brotherhood of Teamsters local 
that picketed a furniture dealer after losing an NLRB 
recognition election, 28-1, in 1954. At thattime, federal 
labor law did not containa clear-cut prohibitionof recog- 
nition picketing by a minority union -- one that had lost 
a recognition election or did not have at least 50 percent 
of the employees signed to union cards. The NLRB, in 
a precedent-making ruling in 1957, held that the ‘‘no 
restraint’’ language of 158 (b)1 -- ordinarily not applied 
to picketing -- could be used to bar minority picketing. 

The Court held that this particular provision of the 
Taft-Hartley Act could not be so interpreted. Three 
justices, however, pointed out that the kind of picketing 
involved in the Curtis case had later been outlawed by 
Congress in a provision of the 1959 Labor-Management 
Reporting and Disclosure Act which barred recognition 
picketing by a union if there had been an NLRB election 
at the firm within the preceding 12 months. The three, 
Potter Stewart, Charles E, Whittaker and Felix Frank- 
furter, said the case should have been returned to the 
NLRB for action under the 1959 provisions. (For recog- 
nition picketing background, see 1959 Almanac p. 172) 

In other actions, the Court refused, 6-1, to review 
a lower court’s denial of a new trial to T, Lamar 
Caudle and Matthew J. Connelly; and affirmed, 5-4, the 
conviction of Rudolph Ivanovich Abel as a Soviet spy, 





Rep. Mack Dies 


Rep. Russell V. Mack (R Wash.), 68, died March 
28 at the Capitol of a coronary occlusion. Mack col- 
lapsed on the House floor during a quorum call and 
died a few minutes later in the Speaker’s lobby. 

He had represented Washington's 3rd District 
since June 7, 1947, when he wona special election to 
fill a vacancy caused by the death of former Rep. 
Fred B, Norman (R 1943-45, 1947), He was second- 
ranking minority member of the House Public Works 
Committee. 

Mack’s death changed the House lineup to 280 
Democrats, 151 Republicans and 6 vacancies. No 
date for a special election to fill the vacancy had been 
set as of March 31. 











rejecting defense contentions that immigration officers 
who arrested Abel in a Brooklyn hotel room June 21, 1957 
as an alien illegally in the country, had no right to seize 
his possessions and turn them over to the FBI for use as 
evidence in a criminal trial for spying. 





Capitol Briejs 
CAMPAIGN SPENDING CORRECTIONS 


In the story on 1959 campaign spending inthe March 
25 Weekly Report p. 476, one group that reported receipts 
and spending during 1959 was not mentioned eitherin the 
listings or the money totals. Add the following listing: 
Committee on Political Education, International Union of 
Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers, AFL-CIO, Wash- 
ington, D.C. -- received $15,809.63 (c), spent $2,550.06. 

Addition of this group raises the number of labor 
organizations reporting to 21 and the total of all groups 
reporting to 49, In addition, it raises total labor 
receipts to $681,475.19; total labor expenditures to 
$265,923.98; expenditures for all groups to $4,989.203; 
and receipts for all groups to $5,628,202.73. 

In the story, the symbol (c) next to receipts indicates 
total contributions; (r) total receipts (including contribu- 
tions and other receipts). 


HUSSEY DIES 


John B, Hussey, 53, a member of the Federal Power 
Commission, died March 17 in San Antonio, Texas, of a 
heart attack. Hussey was appointed to the FPC May 14, 
1958 for a term expiring June 22, 1963, No successor 
had been nominated as of March 3}. 


CONSUMER PRICE INDEX 


The Labor Department March 25 reported the con- 
sumer price index rose two-tenths of 1 percentin Febru- 
ary, reaching 125.6 percent of the 1947-49 average. The 
figure reversed a two-month downtrend and equalled the 
all-time high of November 1959. (Weekly Report p. 334) 
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Floor Action 








SENATE VOTES AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE CIVIL RIGHTS BILL 


The Senate March 30 agreed, on a 71-17 roll call, 
to begin consideration of the House-passed civil rights 
bill (HR 8601) as amended and reported March 29 by the 
Senate Judiciary Committee (S Rept 1205). (For voting 
see chart p. 601) The bill was referred to the Committee 
March 24 with instructions that it be reported by mid- 
night March 29. (Weekly Report p. 465) 

March 30 the Senate quickly agreed to all but one of 
the committee amendments. Then it bogged down on an 
amendment by Sen. Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) which made 
a major change in the provision for court-appointed 
referees to help Negroes register and vote. 

The Kefauver amendment, which the Committee 
adopted by a 7-6 vote, deleted the language that required 
1 Negro’s appearance before a voting referee to be ex 
parte (without cross examination by opponents) and added 
a provision that the hearings would be held in a public 
office, that the referee must give the local registrar two 
days’ written notice of the time and place of the hearing, 
and the registrar, or his counsel, might ‘‘appear’’ and 
make a transcript of the proceedings. 

Voting with Kefauver for his amendment were six 
Democrats, Johnston (S.C,), Ervin (N.C.), McClellan 
(Ark.), Eastland (Miss.), O’Mahoney (Wyo.) and Carroll 
(Colo.); against the amendment were Hart (D Mich.), 
Hennings (D Mo.), Dirksen (R Ill.), Hruska (R Neb.), 
Keating (R N.Y.) and Cotton (R N.H.). 

Critics argued that this would result in a crowded 
room of spectators and thus more intimidation of the 
Negroes and that ‘‘appear’’ might be construed to mean 
that the registrar might give testimony himself, cross 
examine the witness, etc. 

Proponents of the amendment argued that secret, 
‘star chamber’’ proceedings must be avoided and that it 
did not permit registrars to take part in the proceeding. 


COMMITTEE ACTION 


The Senate Judiciary Committee March 28-29 held 
hearings on HR 8601 and March 29 adopted amendments 
to every section of the bill. Several of these amendments 
were technical (changing titles of provisions, numbers of 
subsections, etc.) but nine were substantive. 

Attorney General William P. Rogers appeared March 
28 and Deputy Attorney General Lawrence E, Walsh both 
days. Rogers urged the Committee to ‘‘act favorably on 
the House bill’’ but added that if the Committee ‘‘decides 
to amend the House bill’’ it should add the House-rejected 
Administration provisions for federal aid to areas deseg- 
regating their schools and for establishment of a perm- 
anent Commission on Equal Job Opportunity. 

Rogers reaffirmed his opposition to the plan by Sen. 
Thomas C, Hennings Jr. (D Mo.) for Presidential appoint- 
ment of federal enrollment officers to register Negroes 
discriminated against by state authorities, and argued that 
the referee plan was preferable. 

Sen, John A, Carroll (D Colo.) criticized the provision 
in the referee plan requiring Negroes to try to register 
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with state registrars after a court finding ofa pattern or 
practice of discrimination before turning to the referee. 
Rogers and Walsh said the purpose of this was to place 
the registrars under threat of contempt of cour? if they 
did not register any qualified Negro after the court find- 
ing. Walsh said the presumption was that the registrars 
would comply and ‘‘it is our hope that the referee pro- 
vision, in the end, (would) be used very little.’’ 

March 29 -- Charles J. Bloch, counsel for the Ter- 
rell County, Ga., Board of Registrars (subjects of a 
pending Justice Department voting rights suit), testified 
against the referee plan. 

Following are the major amendments to HR 8601, 
aside from Kefauver’s, that were recommended by the 
Committee and adopted March 30 by the Senate, with the 
exception of the first, by voice votes. (For provisions of 
the House bill, see Weekly Report p. 465) 


@ Broadened Title I, making obstruction of court 
orders for school desegregation a federal crime, to apply 
it to all court orders; deleted language making obstruc- 
tion ‘‘by any threatening letter or communication” a 
crime; fixed penalties at a fine of up to $1,000 and/or 
imprisonment up to one year. This was offered in Com- 
mittee by Minority Leader Everett McKinley Dirksen (R 
Ill.) and approved by a 9-5 vote, The Senate adopted it 
by a 68-20 roll call vote. (For voting, see chart p. 601) 
This amendment was substantially the same as that which 
was offered by Sen, Frank J, Lausche (D Ohio) March 11, 
accepted by the Senate, over Dirksen’s opposition, by a 
65-19 vote, only to lead to deletion of the entire section 
by a 49-35 vote. (Weekly Report p. 463) 

@ Deleted from Title II, the anti-bombing provision, 
a section making a bomb threat or false bomb scare a 
crime, Dirksen said this provision was opposed by the 
Justice Department and ‘‘would make a national police 
force of the FBI’’. 

@ Broadened Title II to outlaw transportation or pos- 
session of an explosive with the knowledge or intent that 
it would be used to damage any building or vehicle. 
Penalties were fixed at one year imprisonment and/or 
$1,000 fine; if personal injury resulted, 10 years and/or 
$10,000 fine; if death resulted, life imprisonment or a 
death penalty if recommended by a jury. This amend- 
ment was sponsored by Kenneth B, Keating (R N.Y.) and 
was part of a similar amendment previously agreed to by 
the Senate March 17. 

@ Changed Title III to require preservation of voting 
records for 22 months instead of two years. The sponsor, 
Roman L, Hruska (R Neb.), said that the two-year re- 
quirement would necessitate the purchase of new ballot 
boxes because the old ones would still containthe records 
on election day. Sam J, Ervin Jr. (D N.C.) said it would 
force 165,115 districts to buy new ballot boxes. 

@ Deleted from Title III a provision that records re- 
quested by the Justice Department could be produced at 
a U.S. District Attorney’s office as well as in the office 
of their custodian. 


COPYRIGHT 1960 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC. 
Reproduction prohibited in whole or in port except by editoria! client 











om ef OP oe mh eee 











@ Deleted from Title IV a provision that Civil Rights 
Commission personnel need not be appointed in accord- 
ance with civil service laws. 

@ Deleted a section of Title V empowering the U.S. 
Commissioner of Education to negotiate for the use of 
public schools constructed with federal aid under the im- 
pacted areas program to provide for the schooling of 
children of military personnei when the schools have 
been closed to avoid integration. Health, Education and 
Welfare Secretary Arthur S, Flemming March 29 wrote 
the Committee that this section ‘‘limits the broader and 
more flexible authority’’ of another section of the same 
provision stating more generally that arrangements may 
be made to provide the schooling after the Commissioner 
has decided that no other educational agency would do so. 

The following amendments were rejected by the 
Committee: 

Hennings -- Add to the bill his enrollment officers 
plan; 6-8 vote. 

Carroll -- Amend the referee plan togive the courts 
authority to waive the requirement that a Negro must 
prove to the referee that he was refused registration by a 
state official; 4-10 vote. 

Keating -- Provide federal aid to areas desegregating 
their schools (6-7 vote) and establish a Permanent Com- 
mission on Equal Job Opportunity; voice vote. 

Joseph C, O’Mahoney (D Wyo.) -- To comply with 
earlier Senate action, strike Title I, outlawing obstruction 
of court orders for school desegregation, from the House 
bill; 6-8 vote. 

Keating -- Add language endorsing the 1956 Supreme 
Court decision against school segregation; 3-10 vote. 


TAX DEDUCTIONS 


The Senate March 29 passed by voice vote and re- 
turned to the House an amended bill (HR 9660) liberalizing 
the law on income tax deductions in two minor respects. 
As passed by the House Feb, 8, the bill clarified adminis- 
trative procedures on assessments for late filings of tax 
returns, 

As amended by the Senate Finance Committee, re- 
ported Feb. 23 (S Rept 1098) and approved by the Senate, 
HR 9660 removed the 3-percent limit on medical expenses 
for taxpayers’ dependent parents who are 65 or over, per- 
mitting all such expenses to qualify as deductions. The 
bill also permitted a $600 deduction to taxpayers who 
maintain foreign students who come to the United States 
solely to attend the 9th through 12th grades, 


SCHOOL MILK PROGRAM 


The Senate March 29 passed by voice vote an 
amended bill (HR 9331) authorizing an increase to $85 
million in Commodity Credit Corp. expenditures for the 
school milk program in fiscal 1960. The bill also made 
the milk program permanent and authorized spending $95 
million annually from CCC funds, starting in fiscal 1961. 
The milk program benefits non-profit schools upthrough 
high school, settlement houses, summer camps and other 
institutions caring for children. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate report (S Rept 1095), 
filed Feb. 18, said the bill would prevent a cut-back in 
the milk program; the CCC had planned, under the exist- 
ing $81 million authorization, to cut reimbursements to 
participants by one-half cent per half-p‘nt on May 1 
because of inadequate funds. (Weekly Report p. 326) 


Floor Action - 2 


The House version of HR 9331, passed Feb. 8, au- 
thorized CCC spending of $85 million annually in fiscal 
1960 and 1961, plus a direct appropriation of $15 million 
for the milk program in fiscal 1961. The latter provision 
was dropped by the Senate Committee in favor of an 
increase to $95 million in CCC spending. 

The House version of HR 9331 did not make the milk 
program permanent; the Senate and House reports said 
the Agriculture Department did not favor permanent ex- 
tension of the program. 


D.C. APPROPRIATION 


The House March 30 and the Senate March 31 ap- 
proved by voice votes the conference reportona bill (HR 
10233 -- H Rept 1434) that provided a $239,470,433 fiscal 
1961 budget for the District of Columbia and included 
$27,533,000 in federal payments and $20,100,000 in loan 
authorizations. The remaining funds are financed from 
D.C, revenues. The approved budget was an increase of 
$2,352,157 over the bill passed Feb. 8 by the House and 
$618,719 less than the bill as approved March 24 by the 
Senate. Federal payments were $7 million less than Ad- 
ministration requests. (Weekly Report p. 244) 

In approving the conference report the House refused 
to agree to a $1 million Senate-voted increase in the $25 
million it had approved for the federal payment to the 
general fund. The House’s position was that there was 
‘‘no sense in appropriating money froma Treasury which 
has a debt of over $280 billion to a treasury which has 
a surplus’’. The Senate March 31 agreed to the House 
figure. Conferees agreed to the Senate’s $1.4 million 
increase in loan authorizations, 


PROVISIONS -- As passed and sent to the White 
House, HR 10233 appropriated the following funds as the 
federal payment toward D.C, operating costs in fiscal 1961: 


General fund $25,000,000 
Water fund 1,661 ,000 
Sanitary sewage works fund 872,000 


TOTAL $27,533,000 


The bill also authorized for capital outlay these loans: 
general fund, $15,900,000; highway fund, $3,500,000; 
sanitary sewage works fund, $700,000. 


SENATE ACTION 


The Senate March 24, by an 85-0 roll-call vote, 
passed HR 10233, amended. As sent to conference, it 
provided for a $240,089,152 fiscal 1961 budget for the 
District of Columbia. The bill granted $28,533,000in fed- 
eral payments, including $26 million for the general fund, 
and $20,100,000 in loan authorizations. (For voting, 
see chart p. 600) 

The Senate increased the D.C, budget by $2,970,876 
over House-approved funds and added $1.4 million to loan 
authorizations for capital outlay in the general fund. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee Feb. 26 reported HR 10233 (S Rept 1141). The 
Committee said the $1 million increase in federal pay- 
ments was ‘“‘well justified’’ because of increasing costs 
and appeared ‘“‘most equitable”’ in view of anticipated an- 
nual D.C, tax increases of $12.7 million. Major increases 
in budget operating expenses were for 100 additional 
policemen, the report said, and increases in capital out- 
lay were for new school and library construction. 
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Floor Action - 3 


COMMERCE APPROPRIATION 


The Senate March 29 passed by a 79-2 roll-call vote 
and sent to conference an amended bill (HR 10234) appro- 
priating $738,388,300 in fiscal 1961 tor the Department 
of Commerce and related agencies, and authorizing pay- 
ment of nearly $2.7 billion from the Highway Trust Fund 
for highway commitments. The Senate-approved appro- 


priations figure represented a cut of $22,133,935 below . 


the amount voted earlier by the House and was $61,- 
226,700 less than the $799,615,000 requested by the Pres- 
ident in his 1961 Budget Message. Voting against the 
bill were Sens. Paul H. Douglas (D III.) and John J, 
Williams (R Del.), who criticized it as extravagant. (For 
voting, see charts p. 600, 601) 


BACKGROUND -- The House Feb. 9 voted to appro- 
priate $760,522,235 under HR 10234. (Weekly Report 
p. 244) 

After hearing testimony by Commerce Department 
officials, the Senate Appropriations Committee Feb, 22 
reported the bill (S Rept 1097) with recommendations to 
increase the House-approved figures by a total of $17,- 
915,065 for a number of items and tomake a reduction of 
$40,049,000 for two items, leaving a net reduction of 
$22,133,935. The two reductions were $49,000 for Bureau 
of Census salaries and $40 million in repayable advances 
to the Highway Trust Fund. The increases included 
$10,089,100 for the Weather Bureau, chiefly for use in the 
development of improved weather forecasting systems for 
aviation and agriculture, $2.1 million for coast and geo- 
detic surveys, and $2,630,000 for National Bureau of 
Standards research. 

The Committee followed the House’s lead in refusing 
to authorize payment of $36 million for forest highways 
and $3 million for public land highways from the Highway 
Trust Fund, as requested by the President. The Com- 
mittee said the Administration request was based on 
enabling legislation that was yet to be passed by either 
house. But the Committee said it would consider a 
request for straight appropriations for those roads ifthe 
Administration would submit a new budget request. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 10234: 
Authorized the Bureau of Public Roads to draw $2,- 
689,000,000 from the Federal Highway Trust Fund to 
meet commitments under the Federal-Aid Highway Act. 
Appropriated the following: 


Commerce Department $654,686,300 





Panama Canal 25,650,000 
Small Business Administration 55,597,000 
Tariff Commission 2,455,000 

TOTAL $738,388,300 


AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

March 29 -- John J, Williams (R Del.) -- Prohibit 
U.S. shipping companies from offering free or subsidized 
rates of travel to officials of employees of the U.S. 
Government except in government-negotiated contracts. 
Voice vote. (1959 Almanac p. 284) 

John J, Sparkman (D Ala.) -- Take $2,080,000 from 
the $50 million provided for the Small Business Adminis- 
tration revolving fund and use the money for a program 
authorized in 1958 to provide grants to the states for re- 
search and counseling onthe management and operation of 
small businesses. Voice. 
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AMENDMENT REJECTED 

Williams -- Cut back the number of ship voyages 
subsidized under the bill from 2,400 to 2,225, for a saving 
of $20 million in fiscal 1962. Roll call, 28-54. 

DEBATE -- March 24 -- Paul H. Douglas (D III.) -- 
Commerce Secretary Frederick H. Mueller appeared 
before the Appropriations Subcommittee to plead for re- 
storation of $25,584,000 cut by the House, on grounds ‘‘that 
‘it is not very much,’ and four days later made a speech 
in Philadelphia in which he said the Eisenhower Adminis- 
tration ‘will continue to wage a no-quarter fight against 
the budget-boosters and the surplus spenders.’ WhichMr. 
Mueller shall we believe? ...1 think the Eisenhower Admin- 
istration should practice what it preaches.... IfSecretary 
Mueller attacks Democrats as spenders, and wants eco- 
nomy, let us practice economy on Secretary Mueller.”’ 

A.S. Mike Monroney (D Okla.) -- ‘‘We are not 
defending the budget of the Secretary of Commerce,’’ who 
seems to know ‘‘little of what is going on in his Depart- 
ment’’, The Committee’s recommendations were based 
on careful examination of the needs as outlined by experts 
in the Department. 


HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES 


The Senate March 28 passed by voice vote and sent to 
the House a bill (S 1283) to require precautionary 
labeling of hazardous substances found in general house- 
hold use, Misbranded items would be subject to seizure 
under the bill, and failure to comply with labeling require- 
ments would bring criminal penalties. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee March 10 reported S 1283 (S Rept 
1158) with clarifying amendments in the form of a sub- 
stitute. The report said it was necessary to update the 
Federal Caustic Poison Act of 1927, since it listed only 
12 chemical substances requiring labeling whereas cur- 
rent estimates were that more than 300,000 common 
household products contained poisonous or dangerous 
substances but lacked adequate warning labels. The 
report said eight states in recent years had enacted 
legislation for labeling but it was desirable to cover 
products shipped in interstate commerce. A hearing on 
the bill was held Aug. 13, 1959, and the report said 
S 1283 had been endorsed by industry, the American 
Medical Assn. and various government departments. 

PROVISIONS -- As passed and sent to the House, 
S 1283, the Federal Hazardous Substances Labeling Act: 

Required that the label of any hazardous substance 
suitable for household use carry: the name and address of 
the manufacturer, packer or seller; name of the hazardous 
ingredient; a signal word, ‘‘Danger’’, ‘‘Warning’’ or 
‘‘Caution’’; a statement of the hazard; precautionary 
measures and first-aid treatment if necessary; the word 
“‘poison’’ on any highly toxic substance; handling or stor- 
age instructions; and the statement ‘‘Keep out of the reach 
of children,”’ or its practical equivalent. 

Defined hazardous substances to include those which, 
under specified conditions, were toxic, highly toxic, 
corrosive, irritants, strong sensitizers, flammable or 
generating pressure through decomposition or heat; 
authorized inspection of any such substance. 

Authorized the Secretary of Health, Education and 
Welfare to enforce the Act and provided penalties. 

Repealed the Federal Caustic Poison Act and made 
S 1283 effective upon enactment, with six-months leeway 
before enforcement of penalties. 
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LABOR-H.E.W. APPROPRIATION 


The House March 29, by a 362-10 roll-call vote, 
passed without amendment and sent to the Senate a bill 
(HR 11390) providing $4,180,773,731 in direct fiscal 1961 
appropriations for the Departments of Labor and Health, 
Education and Welfare and related agencies. The bill 
provided $248,957,750 more than Administration requests 
for definite appropriations but, because of a bookkeeping 
transfer, provided $65,019,000 less in indefinite appro- 
priations than the budget estimated. The net increase 
over the President’s requests therefore came to $183,- 
938,750. Indefinite appropriations, which are estimates 
rather than specific sums appearing in the bill, were 
listed as $3,249,000. (For voting, see chart p. 598) 

HEW was voted $197,400,550 more than the President 
requested, The largest increase -- $113,300,200 -- went 
to HEW’s Public Health Service for the National Insti- 
tutes of Health, hospital construction and sewage disposal 
plants. NIH, long the focal point ofa tug-of-war between 
the Administration and Congress, received anincrease of 
$55 million over requests, for a total of $455 million. The 
Office of Education won an increase of $81,790,000, of 
which $79,617,006 was pinpointed for aid to school dis- 
tricts in federally impacted areas. (See p. 575) 

House action followed the pattern of 1958 and 1959, 
with criticism both in Committee and on the floor of the 
Administration’s ‘‘unrealistic’’ approach to health and 
education problems. Fiscal 1960 appropriations for 
Labor-HEW were $259 million more than requests, with 
HEW receiving a $282 million increase, mainly for NIH. 
(1959 Almanac p. 328) 


BACKGROUND -- The Appropriations Committee 
March 25 reported HR 11390 (H Rept 1428), recommending 
$542,245,300 for the Labor Department, $3,615,795,531 
for HEW and $22,732,900 for related agencies, In adding 
$55 million to the Administration’s proposed $400 million 
budget for NIH the Committee said the budget ‘‘repre- 
sented a retrenchment, a step backward”’ and was ‘“‘com- 
pletely inadequate’’. It said the mere fact that the re- 
quests were exactly the same as fiscal 1960 appropria- 
tions ‘“‘makes it obvious that the Administration simply 
picked an arbitrary figure rather than assessing the needs 
and gearing the budget to them.’’ For NIH the Committee 
added: $13.6 million for the National Cancer Institute, 
$12.3 million for mental health activities, $8.6 million for 
the National Heart Institute, $5.4 million for general re- 
search, $5.3 million for studies of arthritis and metabolic 
diseases, $4.7 million for neurology and blindness, $3.7 
million for allergy and infectious diseases and $1.4 million 
for dental health. 

The Committee granted $45 million for construction 
of waste treatment plants, a $25 millionincrease over the 
President’s request, which it termed ‘‘completely unreal- 
istic in view of the urgency of need and the growing hazard 
of water pollution....’’ The report said the argument that 
this was a local problem was not true, since ‘‘it is 
seldom that the locality which builds the waste treatment 
plant gains more than a small part ofthe advantages that 
result,’’ whereas communities downstream and often 
other states ‘‘really benefit’’. 

In granting $187,310,000 for payments for operation 
of schools in federally impacted areas the Committee 
said the proposed budget reduction to $126,695,000 was an 
‘‘arbitrary cut’’ that would reduce by one-third each 
school’s funds. The Committee also added $19 million for 
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school construction in these areas, raising the appropria- 
tion to $63,392,000. 

Grants for hospital construction were increased by 
$23.8 million over what the report called a ‘‘woefully 
inadequate budget’’ of $126.2 million. The Committee 
also called attention to a rising rate of juvenile delin- 
quency, declaring it had doubled in the 10 to 17-year age 
group between 1948 and 1958. It added $1 million in NIH 
mental health funds and approved a $60,000 increase in 
Children’s Bureau funds for additional work in this field. 

The Labor Department was given a net cut of $13,- 
241,700 in its over-all appropriations although its direct 
appropriations were $51,777,300more than requests. This 
represented the difference between several fund cuts and 
the transfer from indefinite to definite appropriations of 
$62.2 million in Bureau of Employees’ Compensation 
funds for claims and expenses. The Committee said it 
felt a program ‘‘of this magnitude’’ should be examined 
carefully at least once each year but “‘thereis a tendency 
on the part of everyone to give less attention to an in- 
definite appropriation....”’ 

The Committee also said it had been unsuccessfully 
““pushing’’ the Labor Department for several years to 
develop a better program for employment of older persons 
and called for ‘‘some sincere effort’’. 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the Senate, HR 11390 
appropriated: 


$ 542,245,300 
3,615,795,531 
22,732,900 


$4,180,773,731 
($3,249,000) 


Labor Department 
Health, Education and Welfare 
Related agencies 





TOTAL 
Indefinite appropriations 


AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

March 29 -- Leonor Kretzer Sullivan (D Mo.) -- Add 
$3,591,000 to Food and Drug Administration funds for 
radiological surveys of contamination of food, office 
renovation and testing of pesticide residues on food. 
Standing, 41-83. 

Mrs. Sullivan -- Add $332,000 to FDA funds for 
radiologicai study equipment. Voice. 

DEBATE -- March 29 -- John E, Fogarty (D R,I.) 
-- The bill was based on “selected, high-priority areas 
of need’’. It was not “‘irresponsible to recommend 
strengthening good federal programs.... Irresponsibility 
consists of failure to look at problems squarely....”’ 

Elford A. Cederberg (R Mich.) -- If the Federal 
Government ‘‘is going to get into all these problems... 
just do not believe we can ever look forward again to any 
tax reduction at the federal level.”’ 


RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- March 29 -- HEW 
Secretary Arthur S, Flemming told a Senate Appropria- 
tions subcommittee considering HR 11390 that he was 
*‘convinced’’ the Administration requests for his agency 
were ‘‘a fair proportion of the total recommended for the 
Federal Government’’ and reflected ‘‘a better program 
balance than the House Committee recommendations’”’ 
James P, Finnegan, director of the Federal Mediation and 
Conciliation Service, urged the subcommittee to restore 
a $187,600 cut in his budget, saying the agency was so 
short of funds it sometimes could not afford to provide 
service that might avoid a strike. The House had granted 
the same amount as the fiscal 1960 appropriation, 
$3,905,400. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL SPACE FUNDS 


The Senate March 24 passed by an 82-0 roll-call vote 
a joint resolution (H J Res 621) providing $23 million in 
fiscal 1960 supplemental appropriations for the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration and $79,000 for a 
Joint Atomic Energy Committee study on the atoms-for- 
peace program. (For voting, see chart p. 600) 

Of the $23 million, $19 million was for the Project 
Mercury man-in-space program and $4 million for modi- 
fications at the Atlantic Missile Range for advanced 
launch vehicles. Addition of the $79,000 Joint Committee 
appropriation was the only Senate change in the bill as 
passed by the House Feb. 23. (Weekly Report p. 294) 

BACKGROUND -- In its Feb. 25 report (S Rept 1140) 
on H J Res 621, the Senate Appropriations Committee 
supported a NASA decision to create 250 new supergrade 
positions because of the agency’s ‘‘enormously expanded 
programs of the immediate future’. The House Appro- 
priations Committee had disapproved 75 of the proposed 
new supergrade positions because it said the agency was 
getting too ‘‘top heavy’’ in its personnel, 


EXECUTIVE OFFICES’ FUNDS 


The House March 28 passed by voice vote and sent 
to the Senate a bill (HR 11389) appropriating $13,787,500 
for the Executive Office of the President and various 
independent agencies for fiscal 1961. 

Funds appropriated were exactly those recommended 
by the House Appropriations Committee but $515,000 less 
than budget requests. The reductions were made because 
the Committee believed carry-over funds would cover all 
estimated needs. 

BACKGROUND -- The House Appropriations Com- 
mittee’s March 25 report (H Rept 1427) generally backed 
the Administration’s program. In reducing the request 
for the Budget Bureau by $200,000, the Committee ap- 
proved only 11 of the 33 new positions sought by the 
Bureau. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the House, HR 11389 
provided: 


Compensation of the President $ 150,000 


White House Office 2,398,500 
Special Projects 1,500,000 
Executive Mansion and Grounds 505,000 
Alterations and Repairs 100,000 
Bureau of the Budget 4,900,000 
Council of Economic Advisers 390,000 
National Security Council 779,000 

President’s Advisory Committee 
on Government Organization 50,000 

President’s Emergency Fund for 
National Defense 1,000,000 
Expenses of Management Improvement 40,000 
American Battle Monuments Commission 1,320,000 
Foreign Claims Settlement Commission 260,000 
Subversive Activities Control Board 395,000 
TOTAL $13,787,500 


AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

March 28 -- H.R. Gross (R Iowa) -- Reduce from $75 
to $50 per diem the pay for certain governmental ad- 
visors. Voice vote. 

Gross -- Reduce by $40,000 the management im- 
provement expenses allotted to the White House. Voice. 


RICE MARKETING 


The Senate March 28, by voice vote, passed and sent 
to the President a bill (HR 7889) directing the Secretary 
of Agriculture to proclaim rice marketing quotas at any 
time stocks exceed normal supply. 

The measure cleared the House Sept. 1, 1959. (1959 
Almanac p. 243) It was reported by the Senate Agricul- 
ture and Forestry Committee Feb. 17, 1960(S Rept 1092). 


INTERIOR APPROPRIATION 


The Senate March 29, bya 78-0 roll-call vote, passed 
and sent to conference an amended bill (HR 10401) making 
direct appropriations of $577,395,625 to run the Interior 
Department and related agencies during fiscal 1961. Prior 
to passage, the Senate voted 47 -37 toaccept an amendment 
by Missouri’s Sens. Stuart Symington (D) and Thomas C, 
Hennings Jr. (D) to increase the federal contribution to 
the Jefferson National Expansion Memorial project inSt. 
Louis by $2,953,125. The two Missourians contended the 
figure requested by the Administration and approved by the 
House -- $1,650,000 -- would cause wasteful delays in 
the project. They said the Government had committed 
itself, through Congressional authorizations, to contribu- 
tions totaling $17,250,000 but had appropriated only $2,- 
640,000. (For voting, see charts p. 600, 601) 

The sum carried in the Senate bill exceeded budget 
requests by $38,882,325. It also topped the House appro- 
priation by $45,837,025. (Weekly Report p. 251) 

In addition to making direct appropriations of 
$577 ,395,625, the Senate bill estimated indefinite appro- 
priations from Treasury receipts during fiscal 1961 at 
$11,817,000. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Appropriations Com- 
mittee reported HR 10401 March 25 (S Rept 1203). In 
recommending appropriations of $168,376,000 for the 
Agriculture Department’s Forest Service -- an increase 
of almost $20 million over both the budget request and the 
House figure -- the Appropriations Committee said that 
intensified management and research programs were 
necessary to provide timber, water, forage and recreation 
for a population estimated to be 325 million by the year 
2000. 

The Committee also made these increases over 
budget requests for Interior agencies: $4 million for land 
management, almost $6 million for Indian affairs, $1.7 
million for the Geological Survey, $3.8 million for the 
Bureau of Mines and $2.9 million for fish and wildlife. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 10401 
appropriated the following: 


Interior Department $372,708,525 


Forest Service, Department 


of Agriculture 168,376,000 
Other related agencies 36,331,100 
TOTAL $577 ,395,625 


Indefinite appropriations ($ 11,817,000) 
AMENDMENT ACCEPTED 
March 29 -- Symington and Hennings -- Increase 
construction funds for the National Park Service from 
$18,460,000 to $21,413,125, of which $4,603,125 was ear- 
marked for the Jefferson National Expansion Memorial 
project in St. Louis. Roll-call vote, 47-37. 
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SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 


The Senate March 24, by a 79-2 roll-call vote, 
passed with amendments the Second Supplemental Appro- 
priations Bill for fiscal 1960 (HR 10743), providing 
$995,441,103 in additional funds for various Government 
agencies for the year ending June 30, The action, which 
sent the measure to a House-Senate conference, provided 
$757,985,239 more than the House voted Feb. 29 and 
$22,268,785 less than the Administration requested. (For 
voting, see chart p. 600) 

The Senate first adopted en bloc amendments of the 
Senate Appropriations Committee amounting to $742,- 
402,239 and then approved five floor amendments, each by 
voice vote. The first two, offered by Sen. Carl Hayden 
(D Ariz.) on behalf of the Committee, provided an addi- 
tional $500,000 for the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service to help prevent illegal flights and sailings from 
the United States to Cuba and $220,000 to the U.S.- 
Mexican International Boundary and Water Commission 
for the treatment of sewage pollution in the Tijuana- 
San Diego border area. 

The Senate agreed, without opposition, to an amend- 
ment raising from $8,330,000 to $22,343,000 the House- 
voted funds for federal payments for school operations in 
federally impacted areas. The total represented the latest 
estimates by the Department of Health, Education and 
Welfare of the sum needed to cover in full the payments 
to school districts authorized inthe law (PL 81-874). The 
Administration, which had tried for several years to cut 
back the authorization, did not request the funds. Sen. 
Leverett Saltonstall (R Mass.) said it was ‘‘the feeling of 
the Bureau of the Budget that these payments (in full) are 
not obligatory’’. The amendment brought the entire fiscal 
1960 appropriation for the program to $186,300,000. 

The Senate also voted $100,000 for the U.S, Informa- 
tion Agency to buy commercial radio or television time 
for Spanish-language broadcasts to Cuba explaining U.S. 
policies toward that country. The final amendment adopted 
by the Senate reinstated $750,000 which the House had cut 
from a Treasury request for administering the public debt. 

The bill was passed over little opposition, with Sens. 
Paul H, Douglas (D Ill.) and Stephen M, Young (D Ohio) 
casting the only dissenting votes. Douglas said he voted 
against the bill because he was tired of the Administration 
requesting more supplemental appropriations while at the 
same time calling Democrats ‘‘budget busters’’. He said 
either the full amount should be requested inthe original 
appropriation or the public should be told the extra funds 
were not ‘‘initiated by Congress, but asked fer, then 
begged for, bythe Administration and the Budget Bureau’’. 

BACKGROUND -- The House Feb. 29 passed HR 10743 
(Weekly Report p. 333) and the Senate Appropriations 
Committee March 11 reported (S Rept 1161) the bill. The 
Senate Committee considered requests totaling $1,017,- 
709,888, 

The largest additional sum recommended by the Sen- 
ite Committee was $675 million to permit the Commodity 
Credit Corp. to replenish capital losses sustained during 
fiscal 1959, The amendment restored a budget request 
turned down by the House. 

The Committee restored three other House cuts when 
it approved: $35 million for the Housing and Home Finance 
Agency for capital grants for slum clearance and urban 
renewal; an additional $16 million for merchant marine 
operating subsidies; and $3 million for the Office of Civil 
ind Defense Mobilization to match state and local civil 
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defense funds. In reviving a 1959dispute with the House, 
the Senate Committee said it agreed with President 
Eisenhower that the funds were necessary to ‘‘strengthen 
civil defense at state and local levels’’. (1959 Almanac 
p. 326) 

The Committee also voted a $7,362,C00 addition to 
HEW funds for fiscal 1959 maintenance and operation 
payments to federally impacted school areas -- bringing 
that year’s total to $157,362,000. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 10743 
appropriated: 


Agriculture Department $697 ,116,800 


Commerce Department 32,054,000 
Defense Department 8,800,000 
Health, Education and Welfare 44,486,000 


Independent Offices 


Federal Aviation Agency 10,000,000 


General Services Administration 3,590,000 
Housing and Home Finance Agency 36,800,000 
National Labor Relations Board 600,000 
Office of Civil and Defense 

Mobilization 3,000,000 


Veterans Administration 
Interior Department 
Judiciary 619,400 
Justice Department 1,135,000 
Labor Department 1,300,000 
Legislative Branch 1,392,105 
Post Office Department 18,900,000 
State Department 7,812,064 
Treasury Department 2,330,000 
U.S. Information Agency 100,000 
Claims for damages and judgments 4,948,934 


TOTAI 


110,858,500 
9,598,300 


$995, 441,103 


Indefinite appropriations ($50,000) 

AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

March 24 -- Karl E. Mundt (R S.D.) -- Appropriate 
$100,000 to U.S.I.A. to purchase commercial time for 
Spanish-language broadcasts to Cuba. Voice vote. 

Thomas H. Kuchel (R Calif.) -- Add $14,013,000 to 
HEW funds for fiscal 1960 aid to federally impacted 
school areas. Voice. 

A. Willis Robertson (D Va.) -- 
Treasury funds to help administer the national debt, 


Add $750,000 to 
Voice. 


CABARET TAX 


The Senate March 29 passed by voice vote and sent to 
the President a bill (HR 2164) to reduce the federal 
cabaret tax from 20 percent to 10 percent, effective May 1. 
The bill would affect roof gardens, cabarets, and similar 
establishments where there is a combination of entertain- 
ment and the serving of food or beverages. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Finance Committee’s 
Feb, 17 report (S Rept 1084) on HR 2164 called the 20 
percent tax both discriminatory (since other excise taxes 
did not exceed 10 percent) and a ‘‘deterrent to the employ- 
ment of musicians and other entertainers’’. The report 
said the Treasury Department was opposed to the tax 
reduction because of the estimated $20 million annual 
revenue loss. The bill was passed by the House on Sept. 
1, 1959. (Weekly Report p. 324) 
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Calendar of 1960 Congressional, Presidential Events 


APRIL 


April 1 -- Final filing date for District of Columbia 
Presidential primary. 

April 1-2 -- Final filing dates for California Congres- 
sional primary. 

April 2 -- Final filing for lowa Congressional primary. 

April 2-5 -- Eighth Annual Republican Women’s Confer- 
ence, Washington, D.C, 

April 4 -- Final filing for Maine Congressional primary. 

April 5 -- Wisconsin Presidential primary, election of 
convention delegates. 

April 9 -- Idaho Republican state convention to select 
delegates to national convention. 

April 12 -- Illinois Presidential and Congressional pri- 
maries and election of district national convention 
delegates. 

April 13 -- Final filing date for Virginia Congressional 
primary. 

April 15-16 -- Georgia Republican state convention to 
select at-large delegates to national convention. 


April 19 -- New Jersey Presidential and Congressional 
primaries and election of convention delegates. 
April 22 -- lowa Republican state convention to select 


delegates to national convention, 
April 23 -- Final filing date for Idaho Cong’l. primary. 


April 23 -- Arizona Republican state committee meets to 
select delegates to national convention. 
April 23 -- Kansas Republican state convention to select 


delegates to national convention, 

April 23 -- Kentucky Republican state convention to se- 
lect delegates to national convention, 

April 25 -- Final filing date for Oklahoma Congressional 
primary. 

April 26 -- Massachusetts Presidential primary and 
election of convention delegates. 


April 26 -- Pennsylvania Presidential and Congressional 
primaries and election of district convention dele- 
gates. 

April 26 -- Final filing date for Missouri Cong’!. primary. 

April 26 -- Arkansas Republican state committee meets 
to select delegates to national convention. 

April 27 -- Final! filing date for Arkansas Congressional 
primary. 

April 27 -- Final filing date for Montana Cong’]. primary. 

April 28-29 -- Maine Republican state convention to 


select delegates-at-large to national convention. 
April 29-30 -- Nevada Democratic state convention to 
select delegates at large to national convention. 
April 30 -- Democratic Congressional Campaign Com- 
mittees fund raising dinner, Washington, D.C. 
April 30 -- Utah Republican state convention to select 
delegates-at-large to national convention. 


MAY 
May | -- Final filing date for New York Cong’l. primary. 
May | -- Final filing for Alaska Congressional primary. 
May 3 -- Alabama Congressional primary and election of 


Democratic convention delegates. 

May 3 -- Indiana Presidential and Congressional pri- 
maries. 

May 3 -- District of Columbia Presidential primary and 
election of convention delegates. 


May 3 -- Ohio Presidential and Congressional primaries 
and election of convention delegates. 

May 3 -- Florida Congressional primary. 

May 6 -- Rhode Island Democratic state convention to 
select delegates to national convention. 

May 6-7 -- Michigan Democratic state convention to 
select delegates to national convention. 

May 6-7 -- Nevada Republican state convention to select 
delegates to national convention. 

May 6-8 -- Alaska Republican state convention to select 
delegates to national convention. 

May 7 -- Texas Congressional primary. 

May 8 -- Final filing date for South Dakota Presidential 
and Congressional primaries. 

May 8-10 -- 1960 Campaign Conference for Democratic 
Women, Washington, D.C, 

May 9 -- Wyoming Democratic and Republican conven- 
tions to select delegates to the national conventions. 

May 10 -- Nebraska Presidential and Congressional pri- 
maries and election of convention delegates. 

May 10 -- West Virginia Presidential and Congressional 
primaries and election of convention delegates, 

Aay 10 -- New Mexico Congressional primary. 

May 14 -- Michigan Republican state conventionto select 
delegates to national convention. 

May 14-15 -- Rhode Island Republican state convention 
to select delegates to national convention. 

May 15 -- Colorado Republican state convention to select 
delegates to national convention, 

May 15-18 -- Western Governors’ Conference, Olympia, 
Washington. 

May 17 -- Maryland Presidential and Cong’. primaries. 

May 19 -- Final filing date for North Dakota Congres- 
sional primary. 

May 20 -- Oregon Presidential and Congressional pri- 
maries and election of convention delegates. 

May 20-21 -- Virginia Democratic state convention to 
select delegates to national convention. 

May 21 -- Hawaii Democratic state convention to select 
delegates to national convention. 


May 21 -- Vermont Republican state convention to select 
delegates to national convention. 
May 24 -- Florida Presidential and Congressional pri- 


maries and election of convention delegates. 

May 24 -- Tennessee Republican state convention to 
select delegates-at-large to national convention. 

May 24 -- Kentucky Congressional primary. 

May 28 -- Alabama Republican state convention to select 
delegates-at-large to national convention, 

May 28 -- North Carolina Congressional primary. 

May 31 -- Alabama Congressional primary runoff. 


JUNE 


June 2-4 -- Minnesota Republican convention to select 
delegates-at-large to national convention. 


June 4 -- Texas Congressional primary runoff. 

June 4 -- Washington Republican convention to select 
delegates to national convention. 

June 4 -- Hawaii Republican convention to select dele- 


gates to national convention. 

June 4 -- Missouri Republican convention to select dele- 
gates-at-large to national convention. 

June 6 -- Iowa Congressional primary. 

June 6 -- Final filing date for Tennessee Cong’l. primary. 
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June 6-7 -- Connecticut Republican state convention to 
select at-large Congressional candidate and dele- 
gates to national convention. 

June 7 -- California Presidential and Congressional pri- 
maries and election of convention delegates. 

June 7 -- South Dakota Presidential and Congressional 
primaries and election of convention delegates. 

June 7 -- New York Congressional primary and election 
of district convention delegates. 

June 7 -- Montana Congressional primary. 

June 7 -- Idaho Congressional primary. 

June 11 -- Connecticut Republican district conventions to 
select district Congressional nominees. 

June 11 -- Maryland Republican state convention to se- 
lect delegates to national convention. 

June 11 -- Massachusetts Republican pre-primary as- 
sembly to endorse candidates in Congressional pri- 
mary. 

June 14 -- Texas Democratic and Republican state con- 
ventions to select delegates to national convention. 

June 14 -- Final filing date for Michigan Congressional 
primary. 

June 14 -- South Carolina Congressional primary. 

June 17-18 -- Massachusetts Democratic pre-primary 
assembly to endorse candidates in Congressional 
primary. 

June 17-18 -- Connecticut Democratic state convention 
to select at-large Congressional candidate and dele- 
gates to national convention. 

June 20 -- Final filing date for Kansas Congressional 


primary. 

June 20 -- Maine Congressional primary. 

June 21 -- Indiana Democratic state convention to select 
delegates to national convention. 

June 24 -- Final filing date for Mississippi Congres- 


sional primary. 

June 24 -- Indiana Republican state convention to select 
delegates to national convention. 

June 24-25 -- Virginia Republican state convention to 
select delegates-at-large to national convention. 

June 25 -- North Carolina Congressional primary runoff. 

June 26 -- Connecticut Democratic district conventions 
to nominate district Congressional candidates. 

June 26-29 -- 1960 Governors’ Conference, Glacier Na- 
tional Park, Montana, 

June 27 -- Montana Democratic state convention to se- 
lect delegates to national convention. 

June 28 -- South Carolina Congressional primary runoff. 

June 28 -- Idaho Congressional primary runoff. 

June 28 -- North Dakota Congressional primary and 
special election to fill Senate seat of late Sen. 
William Langer (R). 


JULY 


July 4 -- Final filing date for Louisiana Congressional 
primary. 

July 5 -- Oklahoma Congressional primary. 

July 7 -- Final filing date for Wyoming Congressional 
primary. 

July 9-10 -- Montana Republican state convention to 
select delegates to national convention. 

July 11 -- Democratic convention begins, Los Angeles. 

July 11 -- Final filing date for Utah Congressional pri- 
mary. 

July 12 -- Final filing date for Wisconsin Congressional 
primary. 


July 12 -- Virginia Congressional primary. 
July 15 -- Final filing date for Washington Congressional 


primary. 

July 18 -- Final filing date for Nevada Congressional 
primary. 

July 23 -- Final filing date for Arizona Congressional 
primary. 


July 25 -- GOP national convention begins, Chicago, 

July 25 -- Final filing date for Minnesota Congressional 
primary. 

July 26 -- Oklahoma Congressional primary runoff. 

July 26 -- Arkansas Congressional primary. 

July 27 -- Connecticut Republican Congressional chal- 
lenge primary, if held. 

July 28 -- Final filing date for New Hampshire Congres- 
sional primary. 

July 29 -- Final filing date for Colorado Congressional 
primary. 


AUGUST 


Aug. 2 -- Michigan Congressional primary. 

Aug. 2 -- Alaska Congressional primary. 

Aug. 2 -- Kansas Congressional primary. 

Aug. 2 -- Missouri Congressional primary. 

Aug. 2 -- Final filing date for Massachusetts Congres- 
sional primary. 


Aug. 3 -- Final filing date for Vermont Congressional 
primary. 

Aug. 4 -- Tennessee Congressional primary. 

Aug. 6 -- Utah Republican state convention to nominate 
Congressional candidates. 

Aug. 9 -- Arkansas Congressional primary runoff. 


Aug. 10 -- Connecticut Democratic Congressional chal- 
lenge primary, if held. 

Aug. 16 -- Wyoming Congressional primary. 

Aug. 23 -- Mississippi Congressional primary. 

Aug. 27 -- Leuisiana Congressional primary. 


SEPTEMBER 
Sept. 1 -- Final filing date for Hawaii Congressional 
primary. 
Sept. 6 -- Nevada Congressional primary. 
Sept. 13 -- Arizona Congressional primary. 
Sept. 13 -- Mississippi Congressional primary runoff. 
Sept. 13 -- Wisconsin Congressional primary. 


Sept. 13 -- Minnesota Congressional primary. 

Sept. 13 -- New Hampshire Congressional primary. 

Sept. 13 -- Vermont Congressional primary. 

Sept. 13 -- Washington Congressional primary. 

Sept. 13 -- Colorado Congressional primary. 

Sept. 13 -- Utah Congressional primary. 

Sept. 14 -- Georgia Congressional primary. 

Sept. 19 -- Rhode Island Republican Congressional pri- 
mary. 

Sept. 20 -- Massachusetts Congressional primary. 

Sept. 28 -- Rhode Island Democratic Congressional pri- 


mary. 
OCTOBER 
Oct. 1 -- Louisiana Congressional primary runoff. 
Oct. 1 -- Hawaii Congressional primary. 
NOVEMBER 


Nov. 8 -- Election Day. 
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Political Notes 








ILLINOIS PRIMARY 


Illinois’ April 12 Presidential primary, in which there 
are no significant contests, will be overshadowed by 
spirited primary fights for Governor, U.S, Senator and for 
several Congressional seats to be held the same day, In 
the Presidential preference poll, Vice President Richard 
M. Nixon is unopposed on the Republican side and there 
are no Democratic entries. (For Presidential primary 
background, see Weekly Report p. 343; for Governor and 
Senator contests, see p. 512 in ‘‘Elections of 1960,’’ the 
special supplement to this issue of the Weekly Report.) 

Significant Congressional primaries are expected in 
the following districts: 

@ 12th -- Seat vacated by the death of Rep. Charles A, 
Boyle (D), Theodore P, Fields (R) is considered his 
party’s most likely nominee, while Edward R, Finnegan 
(D) has organization support and is expected to win the 
Democratic primary over three opponents, including 
Boyle’s widow, Helen L. Boyle. 

@ 15th -- Rep. Noah M, Mason (R) is opposed in the 
Republican primary by State Sen. Louis F, Bottino (R), 
The contest is expected to be very close. 

@ l6th -- Rep. Leo E. Allen (R) is retiring. State 
Sen. Marvin F, Burt (R) and John B, Anderson (R) are 
considered most likely winners in a field of five Repub- 
lican candidates. 

@ 19th -- Rep. Robert B. Chiperfield (R) is opposed in 
the primary by John W, Bailey (R), who has been active 
in three previous primary fights against Chiperfield. 
[he unopposed Democratic candidate in the district, John 
C, Watson (D), came within one-half of one percentage 
point of defeating Chiperfield in 1958, and is expected to 
make a strong race in 1960, 

@ 20th -- Rep. Edna Simpson (R) is retiring. Albert 
V. Hall (R) is considered to have a slight edge in a field 
of four Republican candidates for the nomination, Mont- 
gomery B, Carrott (D) is considered the most likely 
Democratic nominee, 

In the 3rd and 11th districts ex-Reps. Emmet F, 
Byrne (R) and Timothy P. Sheehan (R), seeking to win 
back seats they lost in 1958, are both unopposed in the 
Republican primary. 

The lineup by district: 


District Democrats Republicans 


Genoa S, Washington 
James M, Burr 
Bernard E, Epton 


1 *William L., Dawson 


2 *Barratt O’Hara 
Coleman T, Holt 
3 *William T, Murphy 
4 Frank G, Sulewski 
Allan J, Smietanka 
5 *John C, Kluczynski 
6 *Thomas J, O’Brien 
Jacob V, Schaffer 
*Roland V, Libonati 
8 *Daniel D. Rostenkowski 
9 *Sidney R. Yates 


Emmet F, Byrne 
*Edward J, Derwinski 


Edward J, Tomek 
Frank Estes 


Lawrence J, Blasi 
Henry Klinger Jr. 
Chester E. Emanuelson 
Marion R, Cleveland 
Jack Fenyn 
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District Democrats Republicans 
*Harold R, Collier 
Raymond E, Trafelet 
Timothy P. Sheehan 
Theodore P, Fields 
William M, Franz 


10 Edward V. Hanrahan 


11 *Roman C, Pucinski 

12 Edward R,. Finnegan 
Helen L, Boyle 
Harry F, Polos 
Arnold I, Day 

13. Tyler Thompson 
James J. Lentine 

14 Hayes Beall 
Romaine Troost 
Richard Plum 

15 Dorothy G, O’Brien 
Stanley Hubbs 

16 Betty Graichen 
Edwin M, Nelson 


*Marguerite Stitt Church 
Norman A, Anderson 
*Elmer J. Hoffman 


*Noah M, Mason 
Louis F, Bottino 
Marvin F, Burt 
John B, Anderson 
Alvin Leibling 
Bernard P, Reese Jr. 
Howard J, Brentner 
*lLeslie C, Arends 
Arthur G, Feller 
*Robert H, Michel 
*Robert B, Chiperfield 
John W, Bailey 
20 Montgomery B. Carrott Paul Findley 
Wilmer F. Osmeyer Alvin J. Ufkes 
Clyde W, Baulos 
Albert W, Hall 
21 *Peter F. Mack Jr. J. Waldo Ackerman Jr. 
Herbert W, Hines 
*William L. Springer 
Frank H, Walker 
No candidates 
Gordon E, Ker1 
Ray J. Hawkins 


17 William T, Larkin 


18 Richard A, Estep 
19 John C, Watson 


22 James T. Nally 
23 *George E. Shipley 
24 *Melvin Price 

25 *Kenneth J. Gray 


COLLINS ON CIVIL RIGHTS 

Florida Gov. Leroy Collins (D) March 20 spoke to a 
Florida television and radio audience on civil rights and 
the lunch counter sit-down protests by Negroes in the 
South, Florida and Tallahassee in particular have been 
the scene of a number to such demonstrations. 

Collins said: 

‘‘We are going to have law and order in this state, 

‘‘I don’t care who the citizen is, he is going to be 
protected in pursuing his legal rights in Florida.... 

‘‘Now under our free enterprise system and under 
our laws a merchant has the legal right to select the 
patrons he serves. And certainly he is going to be pro- 
tected in that legal right. 

“The customer, of course, has the legal right to 
trade or not to trade with any man he wants to -- and of 
course there is the right to demonstrate and the people 
should be protected in that right, too. 

**But I want to call to your attention that the right to 
demonstrate in all cases is limited bythe fact that if there 
is any clear and present danger that that demonstration 
will incite public disorder, it is unlawful.... 














‘And so far as I am personally concerned, I don’t 
mind saying that I think that if a man has a department 
store and he invites the public generally tocome into his 
department store and trade, I think then it is unfair and 
morally wrong to single out one department, though, and 
say he does not want or will not allow Negroes to patro- 
nize that one department. 

“*Now he has a legal right to do that, but I still don’t 
think that he can square that right with moral, simple 
justice.... 

‘‘There is absolutely nothing that can aid the Com- 
munists more at this time in establishing supremacy 
over the United States -- and that is their ambition -- 
than racial strife in this country. 

“‘I made that statement the other day and somebody 
said to me, ‘,..We understand how thatinjures our Nation 
for the word to be passed along about our racial strife, 
but all this could be eliminated if the colored people 
would just stay in their place.’ 

‘‘Now friends, that’s not a Christian point of view. 

**That’s not a democratic point of view. 

““That’s not a realistic point of view. 

‘‘We can never stop Americans from struggling to 
be free.”’ 

Collins announced he would establish a biracial state 
committee on race relations. He called on local com- 
munities to form committees to help. ‘‘We are con- 
fronted with a great need in our state to intelligently and 
reasonably act and to do that I must have the cooperation 
of the people,’’ Collins said. ‘‘...we have extremists on 
one side and we’ve got extremists on the other. We've 
got this mob shouting here; we’ve got that mob shouting 
there. 

‘‘But where are the people in the middle? Why 
aren’t they talking? Why aren’t they working? They 
must start working.’’ 

By March 28, St. Augustine, Maitland and Miami had 
established committees. A ‘‘heavy volume of mail’’ to 
Collins’ office was reported by the New York Times to 
be running eight to one in support of the Governor. 


FARM ISSUE 


Vice President Richard M,. Nixon and Republican 
National Chairman Thruston B, Morton made it clear in 
recent speeches that the farm issue will be a key factor 
in the Republican campaign. 

Nixon March 28 speaking in Lincoln, Neb., said, ‘‘l 
do not need to tell you here in Nebraska that the farm 
problem is one of our most difficult issues. The only 
point on which there is unanimous agreement is that we 
cannot continue to tolerate programs under which the 
surpluses of basic farm commodities continue to pile up 
and the prices the farmer receives continue to go down. 
But while very one agrees as to the need for a change in 
our present programs, we continue to be stuck with them 
because the Afministration and the Democratic Congress 
cannot agree on what changes should be made.”’ 

“‘It is time for the Democratic leadership of Congress 
to fish or cut bait on this problem. If they fail to act or 
act irresponsibly during this session of Congress, they 
will have made it clear that they prefer a farm issue to 
a farm solution.”’ 

“If this Congress fails to act, I believe it is the 
responsibility of the candidates of both parties topresent 
to the voters for their decision, responsible new programs 
to deal with the farm problem.”’ 
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Nixon reportedly was at work on a farm program of 
his own differing from that of Secretary of Agriculture 
Ezra Taft Benson. Benson has frequently said he thought 
Nixon supported Administration farm policies and when 
asked March 17 if he would support Nixon for the Presi- 
dency, said, “‘I would think I would.”’ 

Morton, speaking March 30 in Des Moines, lowa, 
mentioned Republican Congressional losses in the Mid- 
west in recent elections and said he found encouragement 
for 1960 because ‘‘,..many traditionally Republican farm 
people...now see that the Democrats have been seeking 
only to exploit and not solve the problems of agriculture. 
Since the 1954 elections, the Democratic party has con- 
trolled Congress -- and it is Congress alone which can 
write farm legislation.”’ 

Morton attacked an omnibus farm bill (HR 10355), 
the Family Farm Income Act of 1960, as ‘‘the Brannan 
plan -- dusted off and repackaged.’’ (Charles F, Brannan 
was Secretary of Agriculture under President Truman 
from 1948-53). Morton said that ‘‘forthe last seven years 
the Democrats have had no farm program which could be 
definitely tied tothemasa party.’’ They had concentrated 
on attacking the Administration program, he said. He said 
now there would be opportunity for a clearcut choice for 
the farmer between the ‘‘revived Brannan plan’’ and the 
program presented in the Republican party platform and 
by the Presidential nominee. (Weekly Report p. 503) 

“1 can not anticipate the thoughts and ideas our 
Presidential nominee will have, but I know that much work 
is being done by factfinders in the farm field. I can assure 
you that we Republicans won’t be running on the Brannan 
plan. We will stand forthrightly for the farmer, for his 
security and for his freedom.’’ 

(For other stories on the farm issue in 1960, see 
Weekly Report p. 115, 472; 1959 Weekly Report p. 1512, 


1562) 
NIXON PLANS 


Vice President Richard M, Nixon March 28 said the 
Republican party was “‘in the tight of our lives’’ and out- 
lined his campaign if he became the GOP Presidential 
nominee. 

Nixon said the party should put on a “‘fighting, hard- 
hitting campaign on the great issues confronting the 
Nation.... We have the responsibility todefend our record 
and to criticize theirs (our opponents’) where we believe 
we are right. Each candidate hasthe right and respons 
bility toattack the record of his opponent in those respec 
where he believes it is wrong. But he should make no 
personal attacks and answer none.”’ 

Nixon warned his party against starting to campaign 
too early and ‘‘having nothing left for the stretch.’’ He 
said the ‘‘day of ‘safe’ states for either party is over,’’ 
and promised that as a candidate he would “‘carry this 
campaign into every state, city and town that limitations 
of time, space and physical endurance will permit.”’ 


MIDWESTERN CONFERENCE 


Democratic Midwestern leaders from 14 states met 
in Detroit March 25-27 to talk Presidential and local 
politics and draft recommendations for the 1960 Demo- 
cratic platform. Presidential hopefuls who addressed the 
conference were Sens. John F, Kennedy, (D Mass.), Wayne 
Morse (D Ore.) and Stuart Symington (D Mo.). Sen, Hubert 
H. Humphrey (D Minn.) and Lyndon B, Johnson(D Texas) 
did not attend, Humphrey because of campaign obligations 
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in Wisconsin and Johnson because of the press of Senate 
business, it was announced. 

Adlai E, Stevenson, traveling in South America, also 
was not present. 

The Democratic Midwestern Conference adopted a 
strong stand on civil rights pledging the use of the full 
‘‘power and prestige of the Executive Branch’’ in guar- 
anteeing civil rights, and calling for federal guarantee 
of ‘‘equal and nonsegregated access tocommercial places 
of public accommodation’’ -- a reference to sit-down 
protests by Negroes who had been refused service at 
Southern lunch counters. 

Among the political developments reported: 

House Speaker Sam Rayburn (D Texas) said Johnson, 
whom he supports for the Democratic Presidential nomin- 
ation, would announce his candidacy in advance of the 
national convention, ‘‘if he follows my advice’”’ 

Kennedy was generally regarded by delegates as the 
man to beat, although some objection was found to his 
candidacy among Catholic candidates for lesser offices 
who felt that a Catholic Presidential candidate might hurt 
the over-all ticket. 

Michigan Gov, G. Mennen Williams (D) said he would 
be available for a Cabinet post in aDemocratic adminis- 
tration, 


DEMOCRATIC CAMPAIGN GROUP 


Democratic National Chairman Paul M, Butler has 
formed a campaign planning committee consisting of 
representatives of the leading condenders for the Demo- 
cratic Presidential nomination, members of the national 
committee and staff members of the two Democratic 
Congressional campaign committees. Of the recognized 
Democratic contenders only Adlai E. Stevenson and Sen, 
Wayne Morse (D Ore.) did not send a representative to 
the group’s first meeting on March 14. 

While committee discussions are confidential, re- 
ported under discussion were: a $400,000 preconvention 
campaign against Vice President Richard M. Nixon; 
development of a schedule for the Democratic campaign 
that would begin immediately after the convention and 
possibly include a West to East campaign train trip for 
the nominee after the Los Angeles convention; the use 
of the theme ‘‘the decline of the United States as a {irst- 
rate power’’ in the campaign. 





Political Briefs 
GOLDWATER DELEGATES 


South Carolina’s Republican state convention March 
26 voted to instruct its delegates to the Republican 
National Convention to support Sen. Barry Goldwater (R 
Ariz.) for the GOP Presidential nomination ‘‘until he 
shall release them’’. Goldwater had delivered the con- 
vention’s keynote address, complimenting the South for its 
“‘steadfast devotion to what they believe’’. The South 
Carolina delegation will have 13 votes. 

Goldwater March 27 said that he expected tosupport 
Vice President Richard M, Nixon for the nomination and 
during the campaign. He offered as an explanation for 
the South Carolina convention's action a ‘‘restless”’ atti- 
tude among Republicans because of ‘‘Nixon’s swing tothe 
left’’, which he said he had noticed ona recent trip through 
the West and South. 
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DISTRICT, STATE RACES 


NORTH DAKOTA -- The North Dakota Republican 
state convention March 29 nominated Gov. John E, Davis 
(R) as a candidate for the Senate seat of the late Sen. 
William Langer (R). The Democratic candidate for the 
June 28 special election will be chosen at the April 7-9 
state Democratic convention. The winner will take over 
from Sen. C, Norman Brunsdale (R), who is now serving 
by appointment, and serve until 1965. Davis, 47, is 
serving his second term as Governor, 

KANSAS 4th -- Rep. Edward H. Rees (R Kan.) March 
5 said he would not be a candidate for reelection from 
Kansas’s 4th District. Rees, now serving his 12th term 
as Representative, March 21 said he had no political plans. 
Rees’s retirement brings to 14 the number of House 
Republicans not seeking reelection. (Weekly Report p, 321) 

WISCONSIN 3rd -- Ex-Gov. Vernon W, Thomson (R 
1957-59), of Richland Center, March 15 announced he 
would run for the Wisconsin 3rd District seat of Rep. 
Gardner R, Withrow (R), who announced his retirement 
Oct. 15, 1959. Thomson was defeated for reelection in 
1958 by Gov. Gaylord A, Nelson(D). (1959 Weekly Report 
p. 1511) 


SMITH ELECTION CONTEST 


The House March 24 adopted without amendment a 
resolution (H Res 482) stating that Rep. Wint Smith (R 
Kan, 6th District) was duly elected in 1958 and entitled 
to his seat. The vote concluded action on the contested 
election. Smith Jan. 27 announced he would not be a 
candidate for reelection. (Weekly Report p. 190, 456) 


MISSOURI DELEGA TION 


The Missouri Democratic state committee March 26 
unanimously recommended its convention delegates sup- 
port Sen. Stuart Symington (D Mo.) ‘“‘untilthe last ditch’’. 
The final decision will be made at a state convention 
May 2. 

The committee named former President Harry S, 
Truman a convention delegate. Truman is generally 
expected to support Symington but has not yet so an- 
nounced. (Weekly Report p. 473.) 


POWELL-JACK TRUCE 


Rep. Adam C, Powell Jr. (D N.Y.) and Manhattan 
Bourough President Hulan Jack (D) March 22 announced 
that they had left behind antagonisms of former times and 
Jack had joined Powell’s ‘‘united Democratic leadership 
team’’, a Harlem political organization. Powell, long a 
leader in Harlem politics, often has been at odds with the 
regular Democratic party. Jack, like Powella Negro, has 
worked closely with Tammany Hall and has been less 
successful than Powell at building local strength. (1959 
Weekly Report p. 1350, 1311) 

Both men are presently involved in court suits. 
(Weekly Report p. 456, 462) 


BEAMER APPOINTMENT 
President Eisenhower March 23 appointed ex-Rep. 
John V, Beamer (R Ind, 1951-59) a member of the National 
Selective Service Appeal Board. Board membership 
carries GS 15 rank with a base payof $12,770. However, 
members are paid at that rate only for the amount of 
time they put in. 
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SOUTH CONSIDERS INDEPENDENT ELECTOR PLAN 


A 1960 Southern revolt against the national Demo- 
cratic party from present indications would not take the 
form of a complete break as it did in 1948. 

Sen. Herman E, Talmadge (D Ga.) March 26 charac- 
terized the possible formation of a third partyas a focus 
for the Southern position, ‘“‘ineffective and futile.’’ 
Talmadge called instead for use of the independent elector 
plan. This appears to be the vehicle through which the 
South hopes to make itself felt in the 1960 Presidential 
elections. 


Elector Plan 


The plan centers on the formation of a bloc of inde- 
pendent and nominally uncommitted Presidential electors. 
By voting for neither major party candidate in the elec- 
toral college, this group might be able tothrow the Pres- 
idential election into the House of Representatives, giving 
Southerners a chance to bargain for policies most impor- 
tant to them. 

The Constitution provides that if no Presidential 
candidate wins the majority of the electoral votes, the 
House shall ‘‘immediately’’ elect the President. The 
House would choose from the candidates having the 
highest number of electoral votes, not exceeding three 
men. Each state would have one vote in the House. A 
majority of the state votes would determine election. 

Only twice has the Presidential election been thrown 
into the House -- in 1800, when Thomas Jefferson and 
Aaron Burr each received 73 electoral votes, and in 
1824, when Andrew Jackson received 99 votes, John 
Quincy Adams 84, Henry Clay 37 and W.H, Crawford 41. 
In 1801 the House chose Jefferson; in 1825, Adams. 

In 1960 with 50 states voting in the Presidential 
election there will be 537 electoral ballots cast and 269 
needed for election. 

Five Southern states with a total of 47 electoral votes 
-- Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Mississippi and South 
Carolina -- have laws which would permit the election of 
a slate of independent or uncommmitted electors. In 
Louisiana, Tennessee, Texas and Virginia, having a total 
of 57 electoral votes, electors must be associated with a 
Presidential candidate on the ballot. Third party candi- 
dates, write-in candidates and independent electors re- 
ceived votes in these nine states in 1956. 

In North Carolina, having 14 electoral votes, the name 
of the Presidential candidate only is placed on the ballot 
and a vote for the candidate is regarded as a vote for his 
electors. 

In Florida, which has 10 electoral votes, candidates 
for elector must take an oath to support their party’s 
candidate. In 1956 in Florida and NorthCarolina Repub- 
lican and Democratic candidates were the only ones 
receiving Presidential votes. (For a breakdown of state 
laws which might affect the independent electors plan 
see below.) 

If the 1960 election were thrown into the House, the 
Representatives elected in November would decide the 
issue. In the current House, assuming nine Southern 


states are uncommitted to a major party candidate, the 
lineup by state would be: Democrat -- 24; Republican -- 
9; tie -- 8. Therefore, theoretically, the tied states 
would have as much of the balance of power as the rebel- 
lious Southern states. 


Federal Law 


Southerners interested in the plan claim that Presi- 
dential electors can and have voted for Presidential 
candidates other than the one with whom they are asso- 
ciated on the ballot. 

There is no federal constitutional or statutory provi- 
sion requiring a Presidential elector to vote for the man 
who heads his party’s ticket. The constitutional reference 
to electors implies that they have autonomous authority 
in casting their votes, 

Tradition and practice have made the office of elector 
an honorary one, In many states the names of electors 
are not placed on the ballot. A vote for a Presidential 
candidate is regarded as a vote for his slate of electors. 
The elector is generally regarded as morally bound to 
vote for the man who heads his ticket. There have been 
occasions, however, when an elector voted at odds with 
the popular vote in his state. 

The Supreme Court in an April 3, 1952 decision 
referred to both the tradition of moral obligation and the 
freedom of choice of an elector in casting his vote. The 
Court decided the Democratic party of Alabama could 
refuse to accept, the qualifying papers of anelector since 
he refused to pledge his support to the party nominee, 

In its decision the Court said, ‘‘History teaches that 
the electors were expected to support the party nominees. 
Experts in the history of government recognize the long- 
standing practice.... This long-continued practical inter- 
pretation of the constitutional propriety of an implied or 
oral pledge of his ballot by a candidate for elector as to 
his vote in the electoral college weighs heavily in con- 
sidering the constitutionality of a pledge, such asthe one 
required here, in the primary. However, even if such 
promises of candidates for the electoral college are 
legally unenforceable because violative of an assumed 
constitutional freedom of the elector under the Constitu- 
tion, Art. II, sec. 1, to vote as he may choose in the 
electoral college, it would not follow that the requirement 
of a pledge in the primary is unconstitutional.’’ 


Historical Background 


In 1948, the States Rights party ran Gov. Strom 
Thurmond (D S.C., 1947-51, now U.S. Senator) for Presi- 
dent and carried four states -- Alabama, Louisiana, 
Mississippi and South Carolina -- with 38 electoral votes. 
In addition, one Tennessee elector voted for the States 
Rights ticket. . 

An additional 18,000 Republican votes in California 
and 7,000 Republican votes in Ohio would have meant that 
neither GOP candidate Thomas E, Dewey nor Democratic 
candidate President Harry S, Truman had teceived a 
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majority of the electoral votes and the election would 
have been thrown into the House of Representatives. 

In 1952, the central figure for Southern Democratic 
pre-convention support was Sen. Richard B, Russell (D 
Ga.). He was supported by numerous important Southern 
politicians and received the total delegate strength of six 
Southern states on the first ballot at the convention, as 
well as partial support from 16 other states. Russell 
finished a close third to Stevenson and Sen. Estes 
Kefauver (D Tenn.) on the final ballot. Russell endorsed 
Stevenson on Oct. 21. 

A controversy over a “‘loyalty pledge’’ which stip- 
ulated that convention delegates could not be seated unless 
they pledged to do allintheir power to see that the names 
of the party nominees were placed on their state’s 
ballots in November under the Democratic label caused 
North-South bitterness at the 1952 convention, A compro- 
mise pledge which said delegates would not be required 
to contravene state laws in signing was adopted, after 
Southerners had argued that state law prevented them 
from taking the pledge. South Carolina, Virginia and 
Louisiana still refused to sign but were finally seated 
in time for the Presidential balloting. 

In 1952 Dwight D. Eisenhower, broke the ‘‘solid 
South’’ for the Republican party for the first time since 
1928, winning Florida, Tennessee, Texas and Virginia. 
Democratic candidate Adlai E, Stevenson won all his 
electoral votes in Southern and border states. Stevenson 
carried Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Kentucky, Louis- 
iana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, and 
West Virginia. 

In 1956 Stevenson was nominated on the first ballot 
at the Democratic National Convention in Chicago. The 
Southerner receiving the most delegate votes was Sen. 
Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas) with 80. 

The convention adopted a loyalty rule which was 
never invoked. The rule in full: 

‘It is the understanding that a state Democratic 
party, in selecting and certifying delegates to the Demo- 
cratic National Convention, thereby undertakes toassure 
that voters in the state will have the opportunity to cast 
their election ballots for the Presidential and Vice Pres- 
idential nominees selected by said convention, and for 
election of these Presidential and Vice Presidential nom- 
inees, under the Democratic party label and designation; 

“‘It is understood that the delegates to the Demo- 
cratic National Convention, when certified by the state 
Democratic party, are bona fide Democrats who have the 
interests, welfare and success of the Democratic party 
at heart, and will participate in the convention in good 
faith, and therefore no additional assurances shall be 
required of delegates to the Democratic National Con- 
vention in absence of credentials contest of challenge; 

‘It is the duty of every member of the Democratic 
National Committee to declare affirmatively for the nom- 
inees of the convention, and his or her failure to do so 
shall be cause for the Democratic National Committee or 
its duly authorized subcommittee to declare his or her 
seat vacant after notice and opportunity for hearing.’’ 

A coalition of Southern segregationist groups and 
Northern nationalist forces which seemed the most likely 
third party group in 1956 never got off the ground. No 
major Southern leader gave backing to a third party 
movement. Various third party candidates were in the 
baliots in 10 Southern states. However their votes made 
no difference in the outcome except in Tennessee where 
votes received by States Rights candidate T. Coleman 


‘ 





Andrews represented more than the margin by which 
President Eisenhower led Stevenson. 

In 1956 President Eisenhower carried Florida, 
Louisiana, Tennessee, Texas and Virginia. Stevenson 
carried seven states: Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, 
Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina and South Carolina. 


State Provisions 


Here are the state provisions affecting the possible 
election of independent electors and the part third parties 
played in each Southern state in 1956: 


ALABAMA -- 11 electoral votes. The state Demo- 
cratic partyin 1959 eliminated a requirement that electors 
pledge themselves to vote for the party nominee for 
President. In 1956, when the party pledge was still in 
effect, one elector voted for Walter B. Jones of Alabama 
rather than Adlai E, Stevenson who carried the state. 
Independent electors got 4.1 percent of the vote in 1956. 

ARKANSAS -- 8 electoral votes. A 1959 law re- 
leased electors from a party loyalty pledge binding them 
to the national nominees. The Constitutional party got 
1.7 percent of the 1956 Presidential vote. 

While Gov. Orval Faubus March 16 announced he 
would run for a fourth term, he was nominated March 19 
for President by the States Rights party. He asserted 
March 21 that the action had been taken without his 
authorization saying, “‘I assume I will hear from these 
people and when I do I will clear it up.’ The establish- 
ment of a Faubus-for-President committee is the an- 
nounced goal of anenrollment committee headed by Col. 
William P. Gale in Los Angeles, California. The com- 
mittee outlines a free elector plan in its literature. 

FLORIDA -- 10 electoral votes. Before being nomin- 
ated Presidential electors must take an oath that they will 
vote for the candidate of their party. No third party 
received votes in Florida in 1956. 

GEORGIA -- 12 electoral votes, A temporary law, 
enacted in 1958 and expiring in 1962, states that Presi- 
dential electors will be elected without reference to a 
Presidential candidate. There is no assurance that such 
electors would vote fora national party candidate, Write- 
in candidates got .3 percent of the 1956 Georgia Presi- 
dential vote. 

LOUISIANA -- 10 electoral votes. A 1948 law pro- 
vides that a state party committee can place on the ballot 
a nominee other than that of the national party. The 
national nominee and his electors would also be on the 
ballot if 1,000 petitioners so requested. A States Rights 
ticket took 7.2 percent of the Presidential vote in 
Louisiana in 1956, 

MISSISSIPPI -- 8 electoral votes. A 1948 law allows 
a political party to place a slate of electors on the ballot 
under the heading ‘‘Unpliedged electors of political 
party.”’ A slate of electors may also be placed on 
the ballot pledged to the national party candidate if enough 
electors state their intention to support him, Electors 
are nominated by state party convention. There isa 
possibility that the Democratic party will reconvene after 
the Democratic National Convention to select a slate of 
independent electors. In 1956 independent electors re- 
ceived 17.3 percent of the votes for the Presidency. 

NORTH CAROLINA -- l4electoralvotes. The name of 
the Presidential candidate is printed on the election ballot 
while the name of the electors is not. A vote for the 
candidate is regarded as a vote for the elector. North 
Carolina has usually abstained from Southern revolt 


COPYRIGHT 1960 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC 


PAGE 570 -- Week ending April :. 1960 Reproduction prohibited in whole er in port except by editoria! client 














movements. They did not join the ‘‘Dixiecrat’’ group in 
1948. In 1956 no third party received votes in North 
Carolina. 

Gov. Luther H. Hodges (D) March 17 said he doubted 
his state would join a free elector movement. He said 
North Carolina Democrats ‘‘have shown no interest in 
that movement.”’ 

SOUTH CAROLINA -- 8 electoral votes. The South 
Carolina Democratic state convention March 16 voted, as 
it had in 1952 and 1956, to reconvene at the call of the 
chairman after the national party convention todetermine 
its election year course. In 1952 there was a strong 
independent-Democrats-for-Eisenhower movement, al- 
though the state went to Stevenson. In 1956 the state 
organization supported Stevenson although a ticket of Sen. 
Harry Flood Byrd (D Va.) and Rep. John Bell Williams 
(D Miss.) was nominated by petition and received 17.3 
percent of the vote. Sen. Strom Thurmond (D), who 
headed the States Rights ticket in 1948,has urged inde- 
pendent action in South Carolina and the South for 1960. 

State elections laws provide that the name of the 
Presidential and Vice Presidential candidates may be 
placed on the ballot above that of the electors. There is 
no legal block to the state committees’ putting up a slate 
of independent electors. 

TENNESSEE -- 11 electoral votes.. The names of 
electors are placed on the ballot below a statement that 
they are electors for a specific Presidential candidate. 
In 1948 an elector who was elected onthe slate of electors 
for President Truman voted in the electoral college for 
Thurmond, for whom he had also been a nominated 
elector. In 1956 States Rights candidates got 2.1 percent 
of the vote. 

TEXAS -- 24 electoral votes. A vote for the Presi- 
dential candidate of a party is a vote for the Presidential 
electors of that party. In 1956 the Constitutional party 
received .7 percent of the Presidential vote. 

VIRGINIA -- 12 electoral votes. The Virginia state 
legislature in 1960 failed to pass a bill which would have 
allowed the entry of a slate of delegates uncommitted to 
any party or any candidate. However, under existing law 
while the Democratic and Republican parties must file 
their elector candidate slates by July 15, independent 
groups may file slates of electors up to 60 days before 
the election. These electors must be connected with a 
party and a candidate but nevertheless could provide the 
vehicle for independent voting in the electoral college. 
In 1956, with five parties listing elector slates, the 
States Rights party collected 6.2 percent of the vote. A 
group of Virginia Democrats March 26 met to work for 
the support of the straight Democratic ticket. 


National Party Response 


The reaction of the two major parties to a potential 
Southern independent electors movement has been quite 
different. 

The Democratic party, traditional home of the ‘‘solid 
South’’, has shown little effort to compromise with Southern 
leaders and through its national committee has issued a 
series of statements and steps which were difficult for 
the South to swallow. The Republican National Com- 
mittee, on the other hand, seems to be making a strong 
effort to woo the South. 

Democratic National Chairman Paul M. Butler March 
1 sent a memo to Democratic state officials saying, “‘So 
as to avoid any possible misunderstanding concerning the 
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rules recommended by the Democratic National Com- 
mittee for the 1960 national convention, all state party 
organizations are now advised that any state delegation 
which comes to the national convention while there is in 
force and in effect in that stateany rule, policy or device 
seeking or intending to relieve the Democratic electors of 
that state from a pledge either ‘formally or in good 
conscience’ to cast their electoral votes for the Demo- 
cratic Presidential and Vice Presidential nominees, may 
be subject to challenge before the credentials committee 
of the Democratic National Convention.”’ 

Butler reminded the state leaders that the Democratic 
National Committee Sept. 16, 1959 had approved the 1956 
convention ‘‘loyalty rule’’ and urged its adoption by the 
1960 convention. (1959 Weekly Report p. 1307) 

Butler in March reminded state officials that states 
would be assigned convention seating and hotel reserva- 
tions according to how abreast they were of their financial 
obligations to the national committee. Southern states 
have been behind on meeting their quotas of contribution, 
some announcing that this is in objection to Butler and 
his policies, (1959 Weekly Report p. 1481) 

Some Southern observers say threats concerning 
seating may have a good chance of succeeding in a year 
when Southern states may want to be assured of a chance 
to give full support to Sen. Lyndon B. Johnson (D Texas) 

Butler March 16 announced the appointment of Mrs. 
Eleanor Roosevelt as chairman of a new Democratic 
Advisory Council committee on civil rights. Mrs. Roose- 
velt said the committee would ‘‘evolve a policy statement 
from which we shall recommend planks inthe Democratic 
platform to the platform committee when it meets in Los 
Angeles in July.’’ 

Butler March 16 said the Democrats should face the 
civil rights issue in their platform without compromise. 
“If our party should display the moral weakness to com- 
promise upon this principle,’’ he said, ‘‘we would make a 
hollow mockery of our platform and we would invite the 
defeat which would inevitably result.”’ 

The Democratic Advisory Council March 15 released 
a statement calling for strong civil rights action by 
Congress. Six Southern members of the council dissented 
in whole or in part from the finding. (Weekly Report p.443) 


Republican Statements 


Republican National Chairman Thruston B. Morton 
March 19 speaking in New Orleans said his party was 
stepping up organizational efforts in the South and 
judged the current political outlook showed signs of GOP 
gains in the South in 1960. 

Morton’s special assistant for Southern affairs, I. lee 
Potter, March 17 asked Southern Republican leaders for 
ideas on the best way to develop Republican organization 
in the South ‘‘to capitalize fully on the rebellion against 
radicalism which Butler’s plans are creating inthe South.” 

A letter to Southern GOP state chairmen followed a 
report that Butler had predicted Sen. John F, Kennedy (D 
Mass.) would win the Democratic nomination. The report 
was never denied by Butler. (Weekly Report p. 444) 

Potter said Butler was ‘‘moving rapidly and openly to 
crush Southern Democratic views and rig the Democratic 
convention for the nomination of Kennedy”’ and was trying 
“‘to control the Democratic convention for a platform 
written by the radical Democratic Advisory Council, with 
Eleanor Roosevelt contributing her biased views on civil 
rights.” 
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IRS RULES ON LOBBY DEDUCTIONS STIR LOBBY CAMPAIGN 


Most of the big trade associations and labor unions in 
Washington for the last three months have been trying to 
convince Congress that the dues and contributions paid by 
their members -- some of which goes for lobbying -- 
should be completely tax-exempt. At this point -- about 
half-way through the 1960 session of Congress -- it 
appears that the lobby campaign will fail. 

Pressure groups which normally are divided on other 
legislative issues have closed ranks, supporting legisla- 
tion designed to amend a tax statute that has been on the 
books for over 40 years. The law, currently a part of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (Section 162), spells out 
which business expenses are considered ‘‘ordinary and 
necessary’’ and thus can be deducted from taxable income. 
In an interpretation of the law in 1919, the Internal 
Revenue Service published regulations specifically bar- 
ring the deduction of ‘‘sums of money expended for lobby- 
ing expenses, the promotion or defeat of legislation, the 
exploitation of propaganda, including advertising other 
than trade advertising....’’ 

The IRS regulation has been tested and upheld several 
times by the Supreme Court, most recently Feb, 24, 1959 
in the Strauss-Cammarano cases. In that decision, the 
Court ruled that money spent on publicity to influence the 
outcome of initiatives and referenda was not deductible. 
In other decisions affirming the IRS over the years, the 
Court has disallowed deduction of lobby expenditures made 
for the following purposes: legal fees incurred in connec- 
tion with appearances before the House Ways and Means 
Committee (Delaware Steeplechase and Race Assn. case); 
the cost of assembling facts and arguments for presenta- 
tion to state legislatures (Mary E. Bellengrath case); 
expenditures for publicity designed to influence the 
opinions of the general public in connection with legis- 
lation pending before Congress (Textile Mills Securities 
Corp. case). 


Remedial Legislation 


Several bills have been introduced in the 86th Con- 
gress to provide varying degrees of tax relief for lobby 
expenditures. The broadest and most widely supported 
is a measure (HR 7123) sponsored by Rep. Hale Boggs 
(D La.). The Boggs bill seeks toallow tax deductions for 
“‘expenses lawfully incurred in supporting or opposing or 
otherwise influencing legislation in the Congress or ina 
state legislature or in the legislative body of a county or 
other local governmental agency or in any submission of 
proposed legislation to the voters.’’ In short, the Boggs 
bill would permit tax deductions for each form of lobby 
spending that has been disallowed by the IRS and the 
Supreme Court thus far. 

Less broad than HR 7123 and thus not as widely 
supported by lobbying organizations are four identical 
bills (HR 5193, 5251, 5579, and 6367) which seek to 
permit deductions for money spent by organizations on 
issues submitted directly to the electorate through 
initiatives and referenda. The practical effect of these 


bills would be to reverse the Supreme Court's decision 
in the Strauss-Cammarano cases. 

A third approach to the lobby tax problem was 
proposed by the American Bar Assn. in hearings before 
the Ways and Means Committee on tax revision in Feb- 
ruary 1958. The ABA proposal, which is contained in a 
bill (HR 10591) introduced by Ways and Means Chairman 
Wilbur D, Mills (D Ark.), would permit deductions for 
expenses incurred in direct appearances before legisla- 
tive bodies, such as testimony before a Congressional 
committee. 


New Regulations 


The Internal Revenue Service Dec, 28, 1959 put into 
effect a new tax regulation which superseded the regula- 
tion in effect since 1919, The new rule, the IRS and the 
Treasury insisted, was merely a more detailed inter- 
pretation of existing law, Section 162 of the Internal 
Revenue Code. 

However, the regulation, before it went into effect, 
met a storm of protest from dozens of trade associations, 
labor unions and Members of Congress. (For additional 
background on IRS regulations and the Strauss-Cam- 
marano cases, see 1959 Weekly Report p. 1405) 

In essence, the new regulation disallowed tax deduc- 
tions for the same expenditures outlined in the 1919 
ruling. In addition, it spelled out in detail the type of 
so-called institutional advertising by organizations or 
industries for which deductions would be barred. 

Many organizations have used newspaper advertising 
to further their views on public issyes. Many newspapers 
feared the new regulation would discourage this form of 
advertising, since the regulation specifically stated that 
deductions for such publicity would be prohibited in 
most Cases. 

The key provision in the new regulation, and the one 
which drew the most fire from organizations, wasa sec- 
tion cutting down on deductions claimed by organization 
members for dues paid to the parent organization, Ac- 
cording to the IRS, a member of anorganization, such as 
the Chamber of Commerce of the U.S. or the AFL-CIO, 
could deduct only part of the annual sum paid to the 
parent organization if a ‘‘substantial’’ part of the organi- 
zation’s activities were devoted to lobbying. Presumably, 
the percentage of dues a member could deduct would be in 
direct proportion to the percentage of the organization’s 
activities considered non-lobbying. 

Previously, members could deduct the full amount 
of dues and contributions as ‘‘ordinary and necessary” 
business expenses. 

On November 12-13, 1959 the IRS held hearings on 
the proposed new tax regulation. Trade organizations 
testified that the new rule would force member companies 
to cut down on their contributions; corporations said they 
were worried about the effect on their public relations 
campaigns; advertising men and newspaper publishers 
foresaw a loss of revenue and the AFL-CIO disliked the 
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ruling disallowing portions of union dues as a tax deduc- 
tion. 

A number of groups, including the Chamber of Com- 
merce of the U.S. and the Advertising Federation of 
America, asked that adoption of the new regulations be 
postponed until Congress had an opportunity to act on 
the matter. 

The Public Relations Society of America said ‘‘ex- 
penditures to defend a business from...burdensome or 
punitive legislation...certainly are an allowable cost of 
doing business.’’ 


Renewed Drive 


As Congress returned to Washington in January, the 
disgruntled organizations stepped up their drive to get 
Congress to free them from what they called ‘‘censorship 
by taxation.’’ Many of the Members of Congress were 
sympathetic to the organizations’ plaint. 

It was argued by some that organized lobbies actually 
helped the legislators by making available much informa- 
tion which otherwise might have been missed. In intro- 
ducing in the Senate a bill (S 3145) identical to the Boggs 
bill, Sen. Vance Hartke (D Ind.) March 7 said: ‘‘These 
organizations.,.have always provided legislators withthe 
arguments both for and against legislative proposals. In 
fact, we in Congress benefit from the various points of 
view on legislation which we receive in public hearings 
from such organizations.”’ 

Rep. Noah M, Mason(R II1.), senior Republican on the 
Ways and Means Committee, March 14 called for ‘‘Con- 
gressional clarification through legislation’’ as ‘‘the only 
effective means where this problem can be solved.”’ 

Boggs Feb. 11 warned Congress against becoming 
“insulated from public opinion’’. He said the enforcement 
of the IRS regulation ‘‘is of little or no significance as 
a revenue-raising device.’’ This, he said, had been 
acknowledged by high officials inthe Treasury Department 
and in IRS, 

Boggs introduced HR 7123 May 11, 1959, before the 
IRS announced that it would revise the lobby tax regulation. 
Since the start of the 1960 Congressional session, identical 
measures have been introduced by Reps. William E, Miller 
(R N.Y.) (HR 10272), John A. LaFore (R Pa.) (HR 10502), 
Edwin B. Dooley (R N.Y.) (HR 10848) and Olin E, Teague 
(D Texas) (HR 11153), 


Treasury Views 


At the request of the Ways and Means Committee, 
Fred A. Scribner Jr., Under Secretary of the Treasury, 
Feb. 26 submitted the Treasury Department’s views on 
the various legislative proposals to amend the lobby tax 
law. According to Scribner, the Treasury recommended 
“early consideration by the Congress”’ of legislation to 
modify the law. A ‘‘desirable objective’’ of such legis- 
lation, the report said, would be to help ‘‘reduce rather 
than aggravate the practical administrative problems 
which are inherent in this area, and at the same time 
reduce to a minimum whatever inequalities among some 
taxpayers result from unavoidable imperfections in the 
administration of the law.’’ 

As to specific legislation, Scribner said the bills 
(HR 5193, 5251, 5579, 6367) to reverse the Supreme 
Court's decision in the Strauss-Cammarano cases would 


‘‘create a definite administrative problem’’. He said the 
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language of the bills, which would permit deduction of 
expenditures to influence the outcome of issues ‘‘duly 
submitted to the electorate’’, was ambiguous and would 
result in a ‘‘new range of administrative problems and 
controversies’’. 

He cautioned Congress not to adopt liberalizing legis- 
lation “‘without careful consideration of the need for 
proper safeguards. Suchsafeguards are not automatically 
provided by merely limitihg the deductions to initiative 
or referendum measures. Safeguards which the Congress 
might want to consider would include definitions of the 
type of expenditures which would be deductible, possible 
limitation on the amount of the deduction based on the 
taxpayer’s income or other appropriate standard, and 
possible requirements as to disclosure.’’ 

Scribner endorsed the proposal advanced by the 
American Bar Assn. ‘‘A reasonable approach which 
should not lend itself to abuse,’’ he said, ‘‘would be the 
allowance of deduction of reasonable expenses directly 
connected with appearances and submissions at public 
hearings before committees of Congress or of any other 
comparable legislative body if such expenses otherwise 
satisfy the requirements of deductibility in the Code.’’ 
Broader legislation may well be indicated, he said, but 
should be examined carefully. 

He concluded: ‘‘The Treasury recommends early 
consideration by the Congress of the various proposals 
designed to modify the bar todeductibility of expenditures 
in connection with the legislative process.”’ 


Commerce Position 


A letter from Secretary of Commerce Frederick H, 
Mueller to the Ways and Means Committee Feb. 25 said 
that the Commerce Department flatly recommended 
enactment of HR 7123. Mueller said it appeared to be 
“‘completely unrealistic’’ for the IRS to disallow deduc- 
tions for lobby expenses on the grounds they were not 
“‘ordinary and necessary’’ business expenses when the 
life of the business might be threatened by proposed 
legislation. ‘‘Freedom of expression is an essential 
element of a free economy,”’ the Secretary said. 


Outlook 


Despite the apparent lack of solid opposition to HR 
7123, its prospects for enactment during 1960 appear 
poor. Action is unlikely for two main reasons: 

@ Time is running out; because of the national party 
nominating conventions, Congress probably will adjourn 
early in July. As of April 1, the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee -- the first stop for all tax legislation -- had not 
yet scheduled hearings because of its crowded agenda. 

@ 1960 is an election year; a spokesman for the Ways 
and Means Committee voiced the opinion that Congress 
would not enact legislation giving tax breaks toso-called 
special interest groups while forsaking a general tax cut 
for everyone. 

Boggs himself is optimistic about his bill’s chances 
in 1960 and the organizations appear confident they can 
muster enough support to push a bill through. However, 
some Members of Congress reportedly feel that the new 
IRS tax regulation is not as bad asthe organizations say. 
They point out that it is merely an interpretation of the 
same law that has been in effect for over 40 years. 
Because of the publicity resulting from the new regula- 
tion, they say, the lobbies regard this as a convenient 
time to secure a change in the law. 
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| Lobbyist Registrations 


Twelve new registrations filed under the Federal 
Regulation of Lobbying Act were made public March 5-18. 
(For earlier registrations, see Weekly Report p. 417) 

Registrations are listed by category (withemployers 
listed alphabetically): Business, Citizens, Farm, Foreign, 
Individuals, Labor, Military and Veterans, and Profess- 
ional. Where certain information is not listed (such as 
legislative interest or compensation), the information was 
not filed by the registrant. 


Business Groups 


@ EMPLOYER -- Atlantic, Gulf and Great Lakes Ship- 
building Assn., 529 Tower Bldg., Washington 5, D.C. 
Registrant -- KOMINERS & FORT, attorneys, 529 


Tower Bldg., Washington 5, D.C, Filed 3/17/60. 

Legislation Interest -- ‘‘Proposed amendment to Sec- 
tion 502 of the Merchant Marine Act of 1936, to eliminate 
differential (shipping rates) in favor of the Pacific coast.’’ 

Previous Registration -- Marine Transport Lines 
Inc. (1956 Almanac p. 674; 1958 Almanac p. 508); A.H, Bull 
Steamship Co, (1958 Almanac p. 455); Alcoa Steamship 
Co. Inc. (1959 Almanac p. 690), 


@ EMPLOYER -- Atlantic, Gulf and Midwest Water 
Development Assn. Inc., 816 6th St. N.W., Albuquerque, 
N.M. 

Registrant -- EUGENE ROMERO, vice president, 
AG & MWDA Inc., 816 6th St. N.W., Albuquerque, N.M. 
Filed 3/8/60. 

Legislative Interest -- Water development projects 
at the following locations: Pecos River, Carlsbad, N.M.; 
Rio Grande, Socorro, N.M.; Port Everglades, Fla.; 
Inter-coastal waterways, Jacksonville, Fla. to Miami, 
Fla.; and Hendry County, Fla. 

@ EMP_OYER AND REGISTRANT -- LAST MANUFAC-} 
TURES ASSN., 80 Federal St., Boston 10, Mass. Filed 
3/9/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Legislation favorably or 
adversely affecting the shoe last industry...supporting 
HR 9862, a bill to continue for two years the existing 
suspension of duties on certain lathes used for shoe last 
roughing or for shoe last finishing.’’ 

2. Registrant -- RICHARD D, GREEN, secretary- 
treasurer, 80 FederalSt., Boston 10, Mass. Filed 3/9/60. 

Legislative Interest -- Same as above. 


@ EMPLOYER -- Phillips Petroleum Co., Bartles- 
ville, Okla. 

Registrant -- CARSTENS SLACK, Washington office 
manager, Phillips Petroleum Co., 1725 I St. N.W., 
Washington 6, D.C, Filed 3/7/60. 

Legislative Interest -- “‘Bills affecting the oil and 
gas industry.”’ 


Citizens Groups 


@ EMPLOYER -- Cooperative League of U.S.A., 343 
Dearborn St., Chicago 4, Ill. 
Registrant -- DWIGHT D,. TOWNSEND, Cooperative 
League of U.S.A., 1025 Vermont Ave. N.W., Washington, 
D.C. Filed 3/16/60. 


@ EMPLOYER -- Seneca Nation of Indians, P.O. Box 266, 
Gowanda, N.Y. 





Registrant -- STRASSER, SPIEGELBERG, FRIED & 
FRANK, 1700 K St. N.W., Washington 6, D.C. Filed 
3/11/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Legislation of general con- 
cern to Indians in the State of New York and of particular 
concern to the Seneca Nation.”’ 

Previous Registration -- Stein-Hall & Co. (1956 
Almanac p. 678; 1958 Almanac p. 644); Ben Blumenthal 
(1957 Almanac p. 762); Adhesives Manufacturing Assn. 
of America (1958 Almanac p, 631); National Boating Assn. 
(1958 Almanac p. 649); American Assn. of Surplus 
Property Importers (Weekly Report p. 94); Federation of 
American Scientists (Weekly Report p. 490). 


Foreign Groups 


@ EMPLOYER -- Comite de Productores de Azucar, 
Antonio Miro Quesada 376, Lima, Peru, S.A. 


Registrant -- HEDRICK & LANE, attorneys, 1001 
Connecticut Ave, N.W., Washington 6, D.C, Filed 3/7/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Sugar legislation’’. 

Previous Registration -- Boston & Maine Railroad 
Co., Motorola Inc. (1957 Almanac p. 744, 749); Motorola 
Inc. (1958 Almanac p. 640); Reciprocal Inter-Insurers’ 


Federal Tax Committee (Weekly Report p. 310). 
Individuals 


@ EMPLOYER -- Dr. Hans J. V. Tiedemann, executive 
vice president, Nippon Light Metal Co.Ltd., Tokyo, Japan. 
Registrant -- JOHN H. MACVEY AND WILLIAM T, 
SHERWOOD JR., attorneys, 824 Connecticut Ave., Wash- 
ington, D.C, Filed 3/16/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘To seek relief for Dr. 
Tiedemann and family by special legislation authorizing 
return of property vested by the former Alien Property 
Custodian: HR 11128,’’ 


Labor Groups 


@ EMPLOYER -- Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way 
Employees (AFL-CIO), 12050 Woodward Ave., Detroit 3, 
Mich, 

Registrant -- W.E, STITT, state legislative repre- 
sentative, 400 Ist St. N.W., Washington 1, D.C. Filed 
3/15/60. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘All bills affecting railway 
labor and laboringeneral’’ --S 3020, HR 9742 and $1425. 

@ EMPLOYER-- Brotherhood of Railway Clerks 
(AFL-CIO), 1015 Vine St., Cincinnati, Ohio. 

1. Registrant -- HUGO RIPP, legislative represen- 
tative, 811 North 22nd St., Milwaukee, Wis. Filed 3/9/60. 


Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Legislation affecting labor 
generally.’’ 
Previous Registration -- Registered for same group 


(1950 Almanac p, 785; 1955 Almanac p. 705; 1956 Alman- 
ac p. 690; 1957 Almanac p. 767; 1958 Almanac p, 656; 
1959 Almanac p. 711); Brotherhood of Railway and 
Steamship Clerks (1953 Almanac p. 599), 

2. Registrant -- HENRY P. SCHMIDT, legislative 
representative, 77 Lincoln St., Jersey City, N.J. Filed 
3/9/60. 

Legislative Interest -- Same as above, 

Previous Registration -- Registered for same group 
(1948 Almanac p. 433; 1950 Almanac p. 785; 1952 Almanac 
p. 448; 1953 Almanac p. 599; 1954 Almanac p. 703; 1956 Al- 
manac p. 690; 1957 Almanac p. 767; 1959 Almanac p. 711). 
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FEDERAL AID TO IMPACTEDSCHOOL AREAS NEARS $2 BILLION 


If Congress this year adopts proposals for federal 
grants to the states for public school construction and 
teachers’ salaries, it will not be venturing into an 
uncharted area. 

One major federal school-aid program has been in 
operation nearly a decade: the program of direct aid to 
public school districts in the so-called ‘‘federally im- 
pacted areas’’ -- areas where schools are overcrowded or 
deprived of taxable lands because of the presence of mili- 
tary bases, Indian reservations, Government contractors 
or private firms operating on federal property. 

A number of Administration attempts to curtail the 
program have met heavy resistance in Congress. 

Nearly $2 billion has been appropriated under the 
impacted areas program since its enactmentin1950, The 
money goes for teachers’ salaries and building main- 
tenance, as well as for school construction. (For state 
entitlements under the two laws, see chart) 

Over-all, school districts receiving the aid in 1959 
accounted for approximately one-fourth of the Nation’s 
school-going children. On the average, these districts, 
numbering about 4,000, received federal payments cover- 
ing about 5 percent of their operating budgets, and addi 
tional amounts for construction. Over-all administration 
of the program is handled bythe U.S, Office of Education. 
Laws governing the program specifically prohibit any 
federal control over curricula or selection of teachers. 


Eisenhower Objections 


The impacted areas program was set up bytwo laws 
enacted by the 81st Congress in 1950, PL 815 authorized 
federal payments for school construction in impacted 
school districts; PL 874 authorized federal payments for 
building maintenance and teachers’ salaries. The two 
laws did not authorize specific money appropriations, but 
instead set criteria under which it could be determined 
whether a certain school district was entitled to assist- 
ance, and if so, how muchit could receive. It was left for 
Congress each year to appropriate funds for the program, 
based on the Commissioner of Education’s advance esti- 
mates of amounts that would be needed to fulfill the obliga- 
tions of the program. The basic laws were most recently 
amended in 1958, and in certain respects liberalized, 
despite a request by President Eisenhower for gradual 
reduction of the program and complete elimination of 
many of its provisions by 1963. 

In signing the 1958 bill (PL 85-620) on Aug. 12 of that 
year, the President expressed his ‘‘serious reservations 
regarding the wisdom of this legislation’’ and said the 
concept of federal responsibility was ‘‘so drawn as to 
constitute a threat to our traditional definition of responsi - 
bility for American education.’’ (1958 Almanac p. 222) 

In 1959 the Administration advanced new legislative 
proposals to curtail the program by narrowing the eligi- 
bility criteria for recipient school districts. They were 
embodied in HR 7140, introduced May 14, 1959 by Rep. 
Carroll D. Kearns (R Pa.), andS 1939, introduced by Sen. 


Barry Goldwater (R Ariz.). The House Education and 
Labor General Education Subcommittee held hearings on 
HR 7140 intermittently between June 9 and Aug. 19 but 
took no action on the bill. There was no action in the 
Senate. 

President Eisenhower in his Jan. 18, 1960 Budget 
Message recommended that Congress appropriate $54 
million less for fiscal 1961 than it had for fiscal 1960, 
The figure he requested was $79 million below estimated 
1961 state eligibilities under existing law. (For reduc- 
tions under the President’s appropriations request, see 
chart.) 

The President based his reduction on estimates of 
savings under his 1959 legislative proposals. He said, 
‘The substantial increase in federal employment during 
World War II, which led to the enactment of this legisla- 
tion in 1950, has been superseded by a reiatively stable 
federal establishment. In many cases, the presence of 
federal installations in the communities adds to rather 
than detracts from the revenue base for the support of 
schools.... The pressing need now is not for aid to 
federally affected districts on the basis initiated in 1950 
but for general aid to help localities with limited re- 
sources to build public schools.”’ 


Congressional Position 


There seemed little likelihood Congress would go 
along with proposed appropriations cuts as long as laws 
entitling school districts to greater amounts remained 
on the statute books. And it seemed equally doubtful the 
Congressmen would agree to change the two basic im- 
pacted areas laws until a general school-aid program was 
enacted into law, if then. The differing attitudes of Con- 
gress and the Administration were illustrated early in 1960 
when it became apparent that fiscal 1960 funds for the 
salary-operations portion of the program (PL 874) were 
falling short of entitlements, The House Feb, 29 made up 
the estimated difference, $8,330,000, in passing the 1960 
Second Supplemental Appropriations bill (HR 10743), even 
though the Administration did not request the money, The 
Senate Appropriations Committee March 11, in reporting 
the House bill (S Rept 1161), added an additional $7,362,000 
to make up a similar salaries-operations (PL. 874) deficit 
for fiscal 1959. 

The day before the Senate Committee acted, it was 
advised by the Office of Education that a later check of 
applications showed the 1960 deficit to be an estimated 
$22,343,000, rather than the earlier $8.3 million figure. 
The Committee said the information came too late 
for its consideration, but when the bill reached the 
floor March 24, the Senate accepted an amendment 
by Sen. Thomas H, Kuchel (R Calif.) to make up the 
full deficit. 

The House, meanwhile, in passing the fiscal 1961 
appropriation (HR 11390) for the Labor.and Health, Educa- 
tion and Welfare Departments March 29, turned downthe 
President’s request for a $79 million impacted areas 
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funds cut and provided the full amount necessary to meet 
eligibilities. 

In its report on the bill (HR Rept 1428), the Appro- 
priations Committee, referring to the President’s 
proposal under HR 7140 tonarrow the impacted areas pro- 
gram, said, ‘‘The Committee was told by (HEW Secretary 
Arthur S,) Flemming that he knew of no support that the 
proposal has on either side of the political aisle in the 
legislative Committee (Education and Labor) to which it 
has been referred. Since there can be no reasonable 
expectation on the part of anyone that these proposals will 
be enacted, the budget can only be interpreted as an 
arbitrary cut.’’ 

Appropriations to date: 


Construction Operations 
Fiscal Year (PL 815) (PL 874) 








1951-59 $901 ,450,000 $ 768,170,000 

1960 61,135,000 163,957,000 

Total $962,585,000 $ 932,127,000 
Grand Total: $1,894,712,000 

Pending as of April 1, 1960: 

1959 and 1960 

supplementals 

(HR 10743), 

Senate version $ 29,705,000 


1961 Administra- 


tion request $ 44,390,000 $ 126,695,000 


1961: House 


action (HR 11390) $ 63,392,000 $ 187,310,000 


Administration Proposals 


The Administration’s legislative proposals for cur- 
tailing the impacted areas program (HR 7140, S 1939) 
called for redefinition of impacted areas and reduction of 
payments to school districts in them. 

@ Definition of Impacted Areas -- Under PL 815 and 
PL 874, an impacted area was one affected by such 
“federal activities’’ as military camps, missile installa- 
tions, Indian reservations and private activities on leased 
federal property. Also included were school districcs 
affected by sudden increases in defense work. Under the 
two laws, if a school district became overcrowded because 
of an influx of large numbers of children (because their 
parents had come to the area for defense work or were 
serving at a local military base), or if the existence of a 
federal or federally related installation removed large 
areas of land from the school districts’ tax rolls, the 
district was eligible for impacted areas aid. 

On the basis of a March 1958 Supreme Court decision 
(City of Detroit v. Murry Corp.), stipulating that firms 
leasing or using federal property might be taxed for their 
use of the property at a rate based on the property’s full 
value, the Administration proposed to remove this cate- 
gory from impacted area coverage. Italsosought to halt 
the short-term assistance given to districts affected by 
sudden increases in contract activity, on grounds that this 
often was tied in with normal urban or suburban growth. 

@ Payments for Construction (PL 815) -- Under PL 815, 
as mcst recently amended in 1958, the Federal Govern- 
ment was authorized to pay 95 percent of average per- 


pupil construction costs for schools to accommodate 
children who lived on federal property and had a parent 
working on federal property (the ‘‘on-base”’ children), and 
50 percent of construction costs for schools for children 
who lived off federal property and had a parent working on 
federal property or assigned anywhere on military duty 
(the ‘‘off-base’’ children), A 50 percent payment also was 
authorized for children of privately employed parents in 
special cases where they lived on federal property, such 
as in a federal housing project. A 45 percent payment was 
to be made for enrollment increases resulting from con- 
tract activities, where a need could be shown. In all 
cases, payments were permitted only for years in which 
the number of children involved increased by at least 20 
children and 5 percent of total attendance, or 10 percent 
in the case of contract activities. The provision permit- 
ting payments for ‘‘off-base’’ children was due to expire 
(for both PL 815 and PL 874) June 30, 1961; the other 
provisions were permanent. 

The Administration proposed to end the contract 
activities payments altogether; to reduce payments from 
50 percent to 40 percent for ‘‘off-base’’ children; and to 
reduce them to 25 percent for ‘‘off-base’’ children living 
and attending school in school districts outside the one 
where the federal property was located. 

@ Payments for Operations and Maintenance (PL 874) -- 
Under PL 874, the Government each year paid 100 percent 
of the local district’s operating costs for ‘‘on-base’’ 
children and 50 percent for ‘‘off-base’’ children or 
children of privately employed persons living on federal 
property. The federal contribution was based oncosts of 
the local district only (in some areas, the state govern- 
ments normally pay part of operating costs), In each case, 
payments were permitted only if the children involved 
numbered 10 or more and comprised at least 3 percent of 
total enrollment. For sudden increases in federal 
or contract activities raising enrollment 5 percent 
or more, the law allowed payments of 100 percent the first 
year and 50 percent the second, provided need could be 
shown. (Normally, teachers’ salaries comprise about 
four-fifths of operating costs.) 

The Administration proposed to end contract activi- 
ties payments altogether and to reduce from 50 percent to 
40 percent the payments for federally connected children 
living, off-base in the same school district in which the 
federal property was located. It also proposed to reduce 
to 25 percent the payments for federally connected ‘‘off- 
base’’ children living and attending school in districts 
other than the one where the federal property was located. 

Another provision of PL 874 permitted the Office of 
Education to compensate school districts up to 100 percent 
for losses of revenue resulting from federal or federally 
connected activities that removed land from local tax 
rolls. 

Under both PL 815 and PL 874 the Commissioner of 
Education was permitted to increase payments beyond the 
stated rates in unusual circumstances. Where no local 
school authority was in a position to provide necessary 
school facilities for children living on base, the Com- 
missioner could make direct payments to the federal 
departments or agencies concerned so that they might 
provide school facilities themselves. Under the 1960 
House-passed civil rights bill (HR 8601) the Commis- 
sioner also was authorized to negotiate with local 
authorities to provide for the education of ‘‘off-base’”’ 
children of military personnel when the schools those 
children attended were closed to avoid integration. 
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STATE-BY-STATE ELIGIBILITY FOR IMPACTED AREAS AID 


(Figures in thousands 




















FISCAL 1951-1960 FISCAL 1961 
STATES —_|construc. OPERATIONS ____Construction | OPERATIONS sini 
TION SALARIES)’ TOTAL on | HEW AMOUNT OF PL 874 HEW AMOUNT OF [REDUCTIONS 
(PL 815) (PL 874) PLAN | REDUCTION PLAN REDUCTION 
ALABAMA $ 19,107 $ 18,251 $ 37,3581$ 179 $ 119 | $ 61 $ 4,188 $ 1,502 $ 2,686 $ 2,747 
ALASKA 10,816 25,936 36,752 1,239 808 430 5,730 4,485 1,245 1,675 
ARIZONA 23,926 14,370 38,296 612 399 213 4,170 2,975 1,195 1,408 
ARKANSAS 13,753 7,720 21,473 373 244 129 1,056 682 374 503 
CALIFORNIA 157,422 165,560 322,982] 19,982 13,071 6,911 31,569 21,677 9,892 16,803 
COLORADO 18,236 23,784 42,020 1,105 722 383 5,027 3,451 1,576 1,959 
CONNECTICUT 9,750 11,597 21,347 788 517 271 1,794 672 1,122 1,395 
DELAWARE 305 781 1,086 -- -- -- 215 110 105 105 
FLORIDA 23,555 22,732 46,287 1,804 1,179 625 4,920 3,191 1,729 2,354 
GECRGIA 31,653 28,722 60,375 1,120 733 387 4,729 2,996 1,733 2,120 
HAWAII 18,240 15,830 34,070 1,253 819 433 3,444 2,722 722 1,155 
IDAHO 6,303 5,837 12,140 578 377 201 1,388 1,040 348 549 
ILLINOIS 13,735 18,663 32,398 | 25 14 10 2,968 2,027 941 951 
INDIANA 9,776 7,073 16,849 730 478 252 874 432 442 694 
IOWA 2,261 2,778 5,039 ne a nas 478 104 374 374 
KANSAS 14,883 29,680 44,563 868 568 200 4,715 2,986 1,729 1,929 
KENTUCKY 6,095 8,429 yn 4 -- 4 1,214 729 485 485.4 
LOUISIANA 6,938 5,694 12,632 19] 126 66 1,068 712 356 422 
MAINE } 3,078 6,629 9,707 176 115 61 1,463 1,131 332 393 
MARYLAND | 47,485 33,316 80,801} 1,473 963 510 6,927 4,553 2,374 2,884 
MASSACHUSETTS 3,396 18,086 21,482 171 111 60 4,857 3,450 1,407 1,467 
MICHIGAN 42,676 8,422 51,098 1,784 1,168 616 900 584 316 932 
MINNESOTA 3,630 1,500 5,130 123 79 44 449 352 97 141 
MISSISSIPPI 6,920 6,494 13,414 681 446 235 1,381 992 389 624 
MISSOURI |} 14,585 10,885 25,470 632 413 219 2,212 726 1,486 1,705 
MONTANA 8,447 4,633 13,080 930 607 322 1,261 1,054 207 529 
NEBRASKA 5,797 9,119 14,916 686 449 237 1,670 1,225 445 682 
NEVADA 6,982 6,295 13,277 736 481 254 1,244 1,021 223 477 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 800 4,499 5,299 188 122 66 964 731 233 299 
NEW JERSEY 9,924 14,265 24,189 975 640 336 2,867 2,102 765 1,101 
NEW MEXICO 35,704 17,346 53,050 3,196 2,091 1,105 4,329 3,359 970 2,075 
NEW YORK 14,876 19,774 34,650 280 183 97 4,300 2,646 1,654 1,751 
NORTH CAROLINA 10,286 8,297 18,583 340 223 117 1,986 1,420 566 683 
NORTH DAKOTA 3,288 1,791 5,079 716 467 249 319 244 75 324 
OHIO 23,898 27,906 51,804 1,311 859 452 4,547 2,772 1,775 2,227 
OKLAHOMA 26,526 34,444 60,970 1,542 1,010 532 6,626 4,809 1,817 2,349 
OREGON 4,398 5,544 9,942 390 255 135 945 554 391 526 
PENNSYLVANIA 4,490 16,841 21,331 5 4 2 4,495 ,754 2,741 | 2,743 
RHODE ISLAND 3,324 8,368 11,692 - _ -- 1,641 1,194 447 447 
SOUTH CAROLINA 15,069 13,721 28,790 295 194 101 2,896 1,986 910 1,011 
SOUTH DAKOTA 5,248 8,429 13,677 1,166 762 404 1,922 1,662 260 664 
TENNESSEE 8,952 9,593 18,545 204 133 71 1,936 1,129 807 878 
TEXAS 54,706 61,815 116,521 2,347 1,534 813 11,294 5,660 5,634 6,447 
UTAH 9,167 9,125 18,292 264 172 92 1,634 1,083 551 643 
VERMONT 185 515 700 = ne _ 92 64 28 28 
VIRGINIA 60,790 69,034 129,824 2,053 1,344 710 12,819 8,949 3,870 4,580 
WASHINGTON 39,146 41,305 80,451 627 410 217 7,733 5,487 2,246 2,463 
WEST VIRGINIA 168 800 968 a ae o< 141 53 88 88 
WISCONSIN 1,048 3,083 4,131 168 111 56 614 396 218 274 
WYOMING 2,793 2,763 5,556 627 410 217 536 429 107 324 
GUAM 2,669 2,062 4,731 -- -- -- 710 587 123 | 123 
PUERTO RICO 90 a 90 a ae s -- -- -- os 
VIRGIN ISLANDS | 96 96 -- -- -- 53 44 9 9 
FEDERAL AGENCIES | 97,223 | 45,264 142,487] 7,560 7,560 “a 10,000 10,000 | -- | -- 
TOTAL $965,519 $945,499 $1,911,018 | $62,492 $43,490 | $19,002 $187,310 | $126,695 { $60,615 $79,617 
1 About 85 percent o perations »sts nationally xg r teachers’ salaries. Exact per- 
centages for individual states are not available 
2 Money assigned t ederal agencies is used r special federally operated schools ! 
cated on federa property 
3 ijumns may not Gad ft totais because of rounding 
SOURCE: U.S. OFFICE OF EDUCATION 
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USES, IMPACT OF U.S. CENSUS DATA 


Every dwelling in the United States received through 
the mail during March a form containing 40 questions 
for the 18th decennial census on population and housing. 
These forms were to be filled out by each householder 
and picked up by 160,000 census enumerators on April 
Be 

At that time the enumerators left a household 
questionnaire at one in every four households. The 
second form contained 61 additional questions which are 
to be filled in by householders and mailed to local U.S, 
census offices. All questions have been carefully screened 
by advisory committees of census-statistics users. 
Answers are confidential, and a person may be fined and 
imprisoned for failing willfully to answer or falsely 
answering Census questions. 

The U.S. Government is under a Constitutional 
mandate to take a populationcensus once every ten years. 

Answers to the questions are of vital importance to 
federal, state and local governments, to business and labor 
and to many other census-statistics users inthis country. 
Data from the 1960 population and housing census will 
provide the largest compilation of facts ever assembled on 
the social and economic make-up of the Nation. Nearly 
all current economic indicators rest on Census Bureau 
benchmarks in one way or another. A census “‘bench- 
mark’’ is a substantially complete count or enumeration 
of a given area for a given period, covering population or 
manufacturing or any other of the subjects surveyed in 
census programs. Benchmarks are used for sample 
surveys, projections, forecasts and estimates. 


Uses of Census Data 


Census Director Robert W. Burgess told the House 
Appropriations Committee that the Census Bureau re- 
ceived some ‘‘surprising’’ requests for uses of census 
data, so complex and varied are the interests of Amer- 
icans, Among the questions which were submitted to the 
Census Bureau for inclusion in the 1960 census -- and 
rejected -- were: Did you vote inthe last state election? 
If not, why not? Have you ever been arrested? If so, 
what for? What is your favorite girl’s name? Do you 
have a pet? 

Census data are most important to the Federal 
Government and to the distribution and marketing indus- 
tries. Some of the major users and uses of census data 
on population and housing: 

@ MEMBERS OF CONGRESS are vitally interested in 
the new state population totals which will be announced 
before Dec. 1, 1960. The number of seats in the House 
of Representatives are apportioned to each state on the 
basis of the state census population counts, Burgess told 
CQ that census data will be broken down by Congres- 
sional districts, including the new districts resulting from 
reapportionment following the 1960 census, so that 
Members of Congress will havea better idea of the make- 
up of their own Congressional districts. State legisla- 
tures are also often reapportioned onthe basis of the new 
decennial census population counts. 


@® FEDERAL, STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 
depend on new census population figures todetermine the 
annual apportionment of billions of dollars of federal funds 
to the states and large amounts of state funds to county 
and city governments. 

@ LOCAL COMMUNITIES depend on census figures to 
determine their rights and duties. On the basis of the 
population census, a small community may be able to 
incorporate or change its local government from that of 
a village to a city. Census datadetermine the compensa- 
tion paid to local officials, the number of licenses of 
various kinds which they can issue, the terms on which 
municipal loans can be negotiated and bonds can be 
sold, and whether certain laws are applicable to local 
communities, 


Impact on Government Programs 


Government plans and programs at federal state, and 
local levels are dependent on census data. They include 
plans and programs for highways, hospitals, schools, 
housing, urban renewal and related programs, health, wel- 
fare and public assistance, social security, employment, 
military manpower and labor potential, labor markets, 
needs for public utilities and sanitary facilities, trans- 
portation, libraries, parks and other recreation areas. 
Taxes are often based onthe extent of government assist- 
ance given to these programs. Even the school lunch 
program is based on the population count of children aged 
5-17 in each state. 

Social scientists study census data to determine 
changing economic and social trends in this country. Of 
particular interest to them are changes in the American 
standard of living, differences in the patterns of growth 
of urban and rural areas, the changing status of minority 
and racial groups, fertility patterns of various groups in 
the population, the increase in the older population and 
the continuing growth of the West. 


Business Use of Census 


Businessmen and manufacturers, particularly those 
engaged in marketing and distribution, have an interest 
in census data equalled only bythe Federal Government. 
They are vitally interested not only in the decennial 
census of population and housing being taken this year, but 
also in the various five-year censuses taken by the Census 
Bureau. The 1960 census of population and housing will 
be a detailed study of the world’s largest market, cover- 
ing every person, every family and every dwelling unit 
in a territory embracing more than 3.5 million square 
miles. The 1960 census will make it possible to measure 
the potentials of general consumer markets more accu- 
rately than ever before. Emphasis is placed on family 
statistics because many products are marketed in terms 
of families rather than by individuals. 

Census data will be the basis for businessmen to 
estimate present and future demand for consumer goods 
in this country and in determining the location of new 
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manufacturing plants and business outlets. The census 
data will be used by businessmen in sales forecasting, 
determining market potentials and sales territory, busi- 
ness purchases, prices, advertising, labor relations, 
budgeting, expansion, financing and credit extension, nat- 
ionally, regionally and locally. Census figures will even 
influence the introduction of new products onthe American 
market. 

Businessmen also have particular interest in the 
special censuses which are taken once every five years 
relating to agriculture, manufactures and mineral indus- 
tries and business, and the foreign trade reports put out 
by the Census Bureau. Information which the Census 
Bureau publishes on the basis of these and other censuses 
enable government officials, businessmen and labor 
unions to detect changes in business conditions. 


Other Censuses 


The average American is unaware of the number of 
censuses that Congress has authorized. In 1948 Congress 
authorized the Census Bureau to conduct five-year cen- 
suses of manufacturers, retail, wholesale and service 
trades, mineral industries and transportation, and au- 
thorized specific interim statistical studies; In 1949 and 
1950 Congress authorized a decennial census of housing 
and a five-year census of governments. 

[he status of the active censuses is as foliows: 

@ Agriculture: This census was first authorized to be 
taken in 1840 and was last taken in 1959. Since 1920 an 
agriculture census has been taken every five years and 
irrigation and drainage censuses are taken with the 
agriculture census every 10 years. At the suggestion of 
the Intensive Review Committee which appraised census 
programs for the Secretary of Commerce in 1954, the 
1959 farm census was taken in the fall because more 
accurate data could be collected from farmers in October 
than in April. 

[he 1959 agriculture census was taken in October 
and November. It classified farms by size, income, 
resources in crops and livestock, and number of farm 
workers. It determined the size of the farm market and 
farmers’ expenditures for farm equipment, feed, ferti- 
lizers, etc., by county and state. 

Acreage allotments, marketing quotas and crop in- 
surance programs and other programs based on farm 
output, income, prices, costs and indebtedness are based 
on data from this census. So are estimates of current 
crops and livestock. Others particularly interested in 
the farm census are farmers themselves and companies 
which market feed, fertilizer and farm equipment, manu- 
facturers and others who buy from or sell to farmers, the 
farm press, and welfare agencies concerned with migrant 
farm labor. 

@ Manufactures and mineral industries: The manufac- 
tures census was first authorized to be takenin 1810, and 
the last census of manufactures was takenin1958. Since 
1810 it has provided the only comprehensive measure of 
the industrial growth and expansion of the United States. 
It provides data on quantity and value of manufactured 
products, value added by manufacture, cost of materials, 
employment, payrolls, value of shipments, capital expen- 
ditures for plants and equipment for 450 manufacturing 
industries classified by state, county, area and com- 
modity. It is second in importance only to the decennial 
census of population because it is not onlya gauge on the 
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Questions for 1960 Census 





| 
| 
| 
Address; name; relationship to head of house- 

| hold; sex, race, month and year of birth: marital 
| status; whether residence is on farm; place of birth; 
| if born outside U.S.; language spoken in home before 
coming to the United States; country of birth of 
| parents; length of residence at present address; 

where resided five years earlier; educational attain- 
| ment; school or college attendance and whether public 
| Or private school; times married and date of first 
marriage; of womenever married, how many children 
| ever borne; employment status; hours worked in week 
| preceding enumeration; date last worked; occupation, 
| industry, and class of worker; place of work; means of 
| transportation to work; weeks worked in 1959; earn- 
ings in 1959; other income in 1959; veteran status -- 
| which war and present service, 
SSeS fasiiiahiiciahiulcndinacehiadiaatigial . ‘ j 


economic pulse of the Nation but also important to national 
security. Manufacturing is the chief source of U.S. 
mobilization strength, and census data on the size, scop 

2nd location of manufacturing industries is essential to 
mobilization planning. 

The census of mineral industries, first takenin 1840, 
was taken with the census of manufactures in1958 on th 
recommendation of the Intensive Review Committee to the 
Secretary of Commerce in 1954. The Committee pointed 
out that there is ‘‘a close functional tie-in of mining and 
manufacturing operations in a defense or wareconomy.”’ 
The census of mineral industries includes data on the 
value of products of the mining industries, the industrial 
structure of mines, where they are located, cost of 
developing and operating mining properties, labor, mat- 
erials and capital requirements. 

[hese censuses are of primary importance to the 
Office of Civil and Defense Mobilization, the Federal 
Reserve Board, the Labor and Commerce Departments in 
determining national income, production, employment, 
wages and hours’ worked, industrial productivity in 
manufacturing and mining. he minerals census also 
iffects the Nation’s stockpiling program. Data from 
these censuses indicate the kinds of markets offered by 
different states for various types of industrial goods 
and raw materials. The census breakdowns by commodi- 
ties are of particular value not only to individual manu- 
facturers, but also to trade associations, the trade press 
and specialized users of manufacturing and mining data. 

@ Business: The business census, first taken in 1929, 
was last taken in 1958 with the censuses of manufactur 
and mineral industries. This census of retail, wholesale 
and the service trades is the most comprehensive source 
of information available on the Nation’s system for 
distributing goods and services. This census provides 
data on the kind and type of business or operation, the 
number, size and location of such businesses, volume of 
sales or receipts, employment, payrolls, inventories, 
and credit by states, counties, areas and cities and also 
by commodity groups and merchandise lines, Its uses 
parallel that of the census of manufactures insofar as 
government and private industry are concerned. It is 
of primary importance to all businessmen engaged inthe 
wholesale, retail and service trades, and to specialists 
in marketing and distribution. 
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® Governments: This census is of growing importance 
because of the steady expansion of all types of govern- 
ments. First taken in 1850 and last taken in 1957, this 
census provides statistical data on the federal govern- 
ment,the state governments, and approximately 115,000 
local governments on taxes, other revenues, employment, 
payrolls, capital outlays, expenditures by types and 
indebtedness. According to the 1957 census, state and 
local governments now spend more than $50 billion 
annually. 

The census data affect intergovernmental relations, 
state and local finances, public employment, and the 
various grant-in-aid programs. Businessmenengaged in 
finance and investment use these census data in evaluating 
the credit standing of individual governments and in keep- 
ing abreast of developments in state and local taxation 
and other financial trends. Wide use of these data is 
also made by education groups and researchers. 


Evaluation of Census Uses 


The Intensive Review Committee reported to the 
Secretary of Commerce in 1954 that among the criticism 
of census data which it received most often were: delays 
in the publication of results, inadequate publicizing of 
what is available, and failure to publish wantec data. 
Despite efforts of the Census Bureau and the Commerce 
Department to make census data known, ‘‘many potential 
users do not become aware of the availability of census 
data applicable to their needs,’’ the Committee reported. 

The Commerce Department continually sponsors 
conferences for businessmen to stimulate a wider knowl- 
edge and use of marketing information available. 

Harry W. Ketchum, director of the Office of Dis- 
tribution of the U.S. Commerce Department, has stated at 
these conferences that ‘‘there are almost unlimited possi- 
bilities for increasing the efficiency and profits of small 
businesses and more effective use of the research tools 
and the marketing information which we already have’’ 
through census and other statistical data. ‘‘If each of us 
will but utilize more fully all of the tools of scientific 
marketing...it will help significantly in assuring a full 
realization of our industrial potential as a means toward 
a better life and greater national security,’’ Ketchum said. 
Both Ketchum and Burgess told CQ that they were certain 
many businessmen made no effort to use census data. 
Many take the attitude that ‘‘the Lord will provide,’’ 
Burgess noted. 

Burgess said that the Census Bureau plans to make 
the results of the 1960 population and housing census 
available from 12-18 months earlier than the 1950 census. 
To speed up tabulation and to reduce delay and the margin 
of error, the Census Bureau this year is making the 
population and housing census primarily a ‘‘do-it-your- 
self census,’’ and it is using electronic computers and 
high speed printers to process the returns. Tabulations 
will begin in June 1960, and processing will be largely 
completed by June 30, 1961. 

Burgess concedes that the Census Bureau does not 
collect, publish or analyze all wanted data, He told the 
House Appropriations Committee last year that ‘‘we do 
not consider the business of the Census Bureauto be one 
of making a complete analysis of allthedata. Our major 
task is data collection.”’ 

One of the reasons why the Census Bureau has not 
collected certain data is that Congress has failed to 
appropriate funds for authorized censuses. The census 





of manufactures was taken once every two years in the 
period from 1920-40. It was not taken at all from 1940- 
48. There was a gap of nearly 20 years in the minerals 
industry census -- from 1939-58. There was a 15-year 
gap in the census of governments, from 1942-57, 

The Subcommittee on Economic Statistics of the Joint 
Economic Committee and the Intensive Review Committee 
in 1954 criticized these gaps incensus data due to lack of 
appropriated funds. The Subcommittee stated: ‘‘ Adequate 
and timely benchmark data from regular censuses of 
agriculture, business, manufactures, minerals and state 
and local governments are desperately needed.... All 
necessary steps should be taken by the Executive Branch 
and Congress to carry out the census programs as 
scheduled.”’ 


New Census Subcommittee 


At the beginning of the present 86th Congress, the 
House Post Office and Civil Service Committee created a 
new Subcommittee on Census and Government Statistics 
to study the various problems arising in this field. The 
Chairman is Rep. John Lesinski (D Mich.). This Sub- 
committee on April 8, 1959 and on March 18, 1960 held 
hearings to determine how plans for the 1960 census were 
going forward. 

The Subcommittee also issued a preliminary report 
in December 1959 on the business reporting require- 
ments of the FederalGovernment. This is a subject still 
under study by the Subcommittee. Although businessmen 
are among the most frequent users of data from the 
Census Bureau and other agencies, many businessmen 
have complained to Congress that they are forced to fill 
out many detailed and complicated forms, and they are 
subject to a legal penalty if they fail to do so. 

Sen. Carl T. Curtis (R Neb.) and Rep. Phil Weaver 
(R Neb.) are sponsoring legislation (S 2370 and HR 8242) 
removing the penalty for failure or refusal of a person 
to answer census questions pertaining to manufacturers, 
mineral industries and other businesses. 


Inquiry Sought 


Curtis has received letters from businessmen from 
all parts of the country favoring his bill. The Texas 
Association of Employers endorsed it, stating: ‘‘If we are 
going tobe forced to furnish this information, we should be 
paid for it.’’ Curtis said onintroducing his bill that many 
of these census forms had become ‘‘an expensive nui- 
sance’’ to businessmen, He told CQ that he thought it was 
an imposition on businessmen to expect them to fill out 
forms. Census provides no staff help, such as enumer- 
ators, for business censuses, such as it does for the 
population census, Curtis stated. 

Reps. Clarence J. Brown (R Ohio), Chet Holifield (D 
Calif.) and Frank T. Bow (R Ohio) also have complained 
about the complexity of the census forms which go to 
businessmen. Brown told the House on Feb, 10 that he 
hoped ‘‘the proper legislative committee of the House will 
take a look at the whole operation of taking censuses of 
business, manufacturers and the minerals industry...and 
see if we cannot simplify andeliminate about 75 percent 
of the paper work that is so unnecessary.... it is time 
some of this asininity and stupidity be stopped,’’ he said. 

At hearings onthe 1959 budget for the Census Bureau, 
Burgess said that a check into complaints indicated that 
many businessmen ‘‘exaggerate very seriously when they 
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want to make a case that they are being abused by the 
government.’’ The preliminary report of the Lesinski 
Subcommittee came to the same conclusion. But it did 
recommend that government agencies seeking information 
should estimate the cost to private industry inman-hours 
or dollars. Burgess has estimated that the 1958 census of 
manufactures cost reporting firms from $3 million to $4 
million, 


Transportation Census 


Lesinski told Congressional Quarterly on March 4 
that he planned to hold hearings later this session to 
determine what should be done about a census on trans- 
portation and whether a population and housing census 
should be taken more often than once every ten years. 

Congress authorized a transportation census in 1948, 
but it never has provided money for the Census Bureau to 
take the census. The Intensive Review Committee re- 
ported to the Secretary of Commerce in 1954 that ‘‘there 
are serious gaps inthe statistics provided by and for’’ the 
transportation industry, which it characterizéd as ‘‘one of 
the most changing and one of the largest sectors of 
economic activity in this country.’’ No one government 
agency now collects statistics on motor vehicles, rail- 
roads, shipping, pipelines and air transport facilities, and 
the Census Bureau has had difficulty working out a census 
acceptable to potential users of such data. 


Five-Year Census 


Legislation has been introduced (HR 1976) by Rep. 
Stewart L. Udall (D Ariz.) providing that a census of 
population, unemployment and housing ‘‘shall be taken in 
the year 1960 and every fifth year thereafter.’’ The 
Budget Bureau and the Commerce Department have 
suggested that Congressional study be given to the needs 
‘“‘for more up-to-date population data.... There is some 
need on the part of executive agencies for more frequent 
population counts.’’ 

Burgess told CQ on Feb. 10, ‘‘We expect to have a 
discussion on that (the Udall bill) before the House Sub- 
committee later this year. We think a five-year census 
of population could be very valuable.’’ 

Burgess estimated the cost of a shirt-tailed five- 
year population census would be about $50 million; the 
1960 population and housing census and the 1959 agricul- 
ture census will cost $118 million. Burgess said to 
assure reliability of the count, ‘‘we would have to contact 
every dwelling unit.’”’ 

In introducing his bill, Udall stated, ‘‘Continuing 
important and rapid shifts of population make the official 
decennial census figures outdated long before it is time 
for a new census in many areas. At the same time, the 
need for accurate, up-to-date population data is steadily 
increasing.”’ It is as important to have a census of 
population, housing and unemployment every five years as 
it is to have five-year censuses of agriculture, industry 
and business, Udall said. His bill would not affect 
reapportionment of the House. 

For the past 30 years the feasibility of conducting 
a five-year census of population has been discussed, 
particularly by persons and organizations concerned with 
planning and administering public health programs. They 
claim that the need for such a census exists because the 
population growth in the United States is uneven, with 
some states, counties and cities growing very much 
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faster than others. The American Municipal Association 
favors such a census because of the ‘‘highly mobile 
nature of our population,’’ and it has indicated support 
for the Udall bill. In the absence of a five-year census, 
many communities have special population censuses 
taken at their own expense to obtainthe higher proportion 
of state funds to which they are entitled if they can prove 
their population is larger than the 1950 census figures. 


Special Censuses 


The Census Bureau reported on Feb. 14 that 1,516 
communities had paid for special population censuses 
since 1950. These censuses are conducted under the 
supervision of the field offices of the Census Bureau. 
The number of special censuses taken in each state 
since 1950 is as follows: 


California 498 
Illinois 340 

New York 158 
Pennsylvania 139 
Indiana 114 
Alabama 61 
Arkansas 57 
South Carolina 27 
Arizona 15 

Idaho 14 


Los Angeles went over the 2,000,000 population mark 
as a result of a special census costing about $334,000,000 
taken Feb. 25, 1956. Rockford, Ill., wentover the 100,000 
mark as a result of a special census taken in 1952; so 
did Fresno and Glendale, Calif., Hammond, Ind., and 
Niagara Falls, N.Y., in 1957 censuses, and San Jose, 
Calif., in a 1958 special census. 

These higher population classifications mean higher 
state revenues for these cities. Some communities have 
made great population gains in the decade, or less. Garden 
Grove, Calif., was an unincorporated community of about 
3,900 in 1950; in 1959 its population had jumped to 68,866, 
as a result of a special census costing about $11,500 on 
Feb, 2, 1959. 


Other Possible Studies 


New Mexico 3 
Virginia 3 
Colorado 2 
lowa 2 
Nevada 2 
Washington 2 
Wyoming 2 
Georgia 1 
Kentucky | 
Maine 1 


Oregon 14 
Tennessee 12 
Ohio 9 

Florida 8 
Minnesota 7 
Louisiana 6 
Mississippi 5 
North Carolina 5 
North Dakota 5 
Michigan 3 


Other areas may also be explored by the Lesinski 
Subcommittee. Commerce Secretary Frederick H. 
Mueller on Jan. 11 recommended to the House Appro- 
priations Committee that the Census Bureau should be 
the one government agency gathering statistics. Cur- 
rently, more than 60 government agencies have important 
statistical functions, 

Burgess told CQ Feb. 10 that social scientists want 
the census of religious bodies continued. No census 
of religious bodies has been taken since 1937, although 
the first such census was authorized and taken in 1880. 
The social scientists believe religious affiliations explain 
many of the social groupings in the Nation, Burgess said. 

The Intensive Review Committee recommended to 
the Secretary of Commerce in 1954 that the use of 
political patronage should be dispensed with in the selec- 
tion of supervisors and enumerators in conducting the 1960 
population and agriculture censuses. Several bills were 
introduced in this Congress to reduce patronage in the 
1960 census, but the Lesinski Subcommittee did not take 
up any of them. (CQ Weekly Report, p. 223) 
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Public Laws -- Bills Introduced 





PUBLIC LAWS 


NONE 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


*s eight subject categories and their subdivisions: 


7. MISC, & ADMINISTRATIVE 
Astronautics & Atomic Energy 
Commemorative 
Congress, Constitution, 

Civil Rights 
Government Operations 
Indians, D.C,, Territories 
Judicial Procedures 


1, AGRICULTURI 

d APPROPRIATIONS 

3. EDUCATION & WELFARI 
Education & Housing 
Health & Welfare 

4. FOREIGN POLICY 
Immigration 
International Affairs 


5. LABOR Lands, Public Works, Resources 
6. MILITARY & VETERANS Post Office & Civil Service 
Armed Services & Defense 8. TAXES & ECONOMIC POLICY 


Business & Commerce 
Taxes & Tariffs 


Veterans 


Within each category are Senate bills in chronological order followed 
by House bills in chronological order, Bills are described as follows: 
Bill number, brief description of provisions, sponsor’s name, date intro- 
duced and committee to which bill was assigned. Bills sponsored by more 
than one Senator are listed under the first sponsor, with additional sponsors 
listed. Private bills are not listed. 


1. Agriculture 
SENATE 


S 3233 -- Issue marketing orders re certain fruits for canning or freezing, 
and the products thereof. JACKSON (D Wash.), Magnuson (D Wash.) (by 
request) -- 3/21/60 -- Agriculture and Forestry. 

S 3241 -- Abolish Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation. WILLIAMS (R Del.) 
-- 3/21/60 -- Agriculture and Forestry. 

S 3247 -- Amend act of Sept. 9, 1959(73 Stat. 473), re payment for lands on 
deferred basis. HICKENLOOPER (R Iowa) -- 3/21/60 -- Agriculture 
and Forestry. 


HOUSE 


ROOSEVELT (D Calif.) -- 3/21/60. 


HR 11291 -- Similar to HR 11211. 
COHELAN (D Calif.) -- 3/21/60. 


HR 11296 -- Similar to HR 11211 

HR 11297 -- Similar to HR 10675. GEORGE (D Kan.) -- 3/21/60. 

HR 11301 -- Similar to HR 10572, BOYKIN (D Ala.) -- 3/21/60. 

HR 11312 -- Similar to HR 11211. MOORHEAD (D Pa.) -- 3/22/60. 

HR 11313 -- Similar to HR 11211. PELLY (R Wash.) -- 3/22/60. 

HR 11315 -- Amend Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, re livestock prod- 
ucts. ROOSEVELT (D Calif.) -- 3/22/60 -- Agriculture. 

HR 113167 -- Similar to HR 11315, McGOVERN (D S.D.) -- 3/22/60. 

HR 11367 -- Similar to HR 11211. LANE (D Mass.) -- 3/24/60. 

HR 11373 -- Similar to HR 11211. SHELLEY (D Calif.) -- 3/24/60. 


=. Appropriations 
NO INTRODUCTIONS 


3. Education and Welfare 
EDUCATION AND HOUSING 


SENATE 


S 3256 -- Establish a National Showcase of the Arts and Sciences in the 
District of Columbia; hold an International Olympiad of the Arts and 
Sciences on a biennial basis in the District of Columbia. MORSE (D 
Ore.) -- 3/22/60 -- Labor and Public Welfare. 
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In the House identical bills are sponsored by several Members but each 


bill has only one sponsor and one number. In such cases only the first bil! 
introduced -- that with the lowest bill number -- is described in full, Bill 
introduced subsequently during the period and identical in nature are 
usually cited back to the earliest bills. Private bills ar 


~ Tally of Bills 


not listed 


r 


The number of measures -- Public bills listed this week 
public and private -- introduced 
in the 86th Congress from Jan. 6, Bills S 3231 - 3282 


1959 through March 24, 1960. HR 11272 - 11379 





| Senate House Resolutions 
| 
Bills 3,282 11,388 S J Res - none 

Joint Resolutions 175 661 S Con Res 95 - 96 
Concurrent S Res 294 - 295 
| Resolutions 96 647 H J Res 654 - 661 
| Simple Resolutions 295 488 H Con Res 621 - 647 
— H Res 481 - 488 
TOTAL 3,848 13,184 
= = — en 


S 3278 -- Amend section 701, Housing Act of 1954 (re urban plannin 
grants), and title Il of Housing Amendments of 1955 (re public facility 
loans), to assist state and local governments in improving metropolitar 
mass transportation, WILLIAMS (D N.J.), Morse (D Ore.) -- 3/24/6( 
-- Banking and Currency. 

S 3282 -- Amend section 5 of Home Owners Loan Act of 1933. SMATHERS 
(D Fla.), Morse (D Ore.) -- 3/24/60 -- Banking and Currency. 

HOUSE 
HR 11295 -- Similar to HR 10701. WOLF (D lowa) -- 3/21/60. 
HR 11330 -- Amend section 701, Housing Act of 1954 (re urban planning), 


and title II, Housing Amendments of 1955 (re public facility loans), t 
assist state and local governments in improving mass transportatior 


services in metropolitan areas. BARRETT (D Pa.) -- 3/23/60 -- Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

HR 11332 -- Similar to HR 11330. BYRNE (D Pa.) -- 3/23/60. 

HR 11338 -- Similar to HR 11330. GRANAHAN (D Pa.) -- 3/23/60. 

HR 11339 -- Similar to HR 11330. GREEN (D Pa.) -- 3/23/60. 


HR 11362 -- Similar to HR 11330. FINO (R N.Y.) -- 3/24/60. 
HR 11374 -- Similar to HR 11330, VANIK (D Ohio) -- 3/24/60 
HR 11378 -- Similar to HR 11330. MULTER (D N.Y.) -- 3/24/60. 


HEALTH AND WELFARE 
SENATI 


S 3242 -- Amend title II, Social Security Act, to increase to $2,000 th 
annual amount individuals are permitted toearn without suffering deduc- 
tions from the insurance benefits. ANDERSON (D N.M.) -- 3/21/60 -- 
Finance, 

S 3255 -- Amend title II of Social Security Act to increase to $1,800 annual 
amount individuals are permitted to earn without deductions from insur- 
ance benefits payable. RANDOLPH (D W.Va.), Byrd (D W.Va.) -- 

/22/60 -- Finance. 

S 3274 -- Permit certain veterans pursuing courses of vocational rehabilita- 
tion training to continue for such period as necessary to complete such 
courses. YARBOROUGH (D Texas) -- 3/24/60 -- Labor and Public 

Welfare. 

HOUSE 


HR 11292 -- Amend title II of Social Security Act toinclude Kentucky among 
states which may obtain social security coverage, under state agree- 
ment, for state and local policemen and firemen. SPENCE (D Ky.) -- 
3/21/60 -- Ways and Means. 





HI 


HIR 
HR 
HR 


H ¢ 


HC 
HC 
HC 


H ¢ 


H ¢ 
H ¢ 
H ¢ 


HC 


HC 


HC 


HC 
HC 
HC 
HC 
H ¢ 


HC 


c 





HR 11293 -- Amend provisions of title II of Social Security Act re disability 
freeze and disability insurance benefits to eliminate age 50 require- 
ment; eliminate waiting period for such benefits; provide a period of 
trial work for certain individuals receiving such benefits. WATTS (D 


Ky.) -- 3/21/60 -- Ways and Means. 
HR 11309 -- Similar to HR 11170, GREEN (D Pa.) -- 3/22/60. 
HR 11310 -- Amend title X of Social Security Act to provide that, without 


increase in federal participating funds, a state planfor aid to blind may 
utilize a more liberal needs test than that presently specified. GREEN 


(D Pa.) -- 3/22/60 -- Ways and Means. 
HR 11321 -- Similar to HR 11164, WILSON (R Calif.) -- 3/22/60. 
HR 11329 -- Provide for grants-in-aid to states for construction and opere- 


tion of narcotic addiction clinics, ANFUSO (D N.Y.) -- 3/23/60 -- 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

HR 11337 -- Increase amount authorized appropriated for work of Presi- 
dent’s Committee on Employment of the Physically Handicapped. 
FOGARTY (D R,1.) -- 3/23/60 -- Education and Labor. 

HR 11346 -- Amend title II, Social Security Act, to eliminate age require- 
ments for entitlement to wife’s insurance benefits and widow's insur- 
ince benefits, and eliminate provisions which reduce a woman's bene- 
fits in certain cases where she becomes entitled thereto before attaining 


age 65. DINGELL (D Mich.) -- 3/23/60 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 11352 -- Similar to HR 11170, TOLL (D Pa.) -- 3/23/60. 

HR 11358 -- Provide for coverage of physicians by insurance system estab- 
lished by title II of Social Security Act. ADDONIZIO (D N,J.) -- 3/24/60 
-- Ways and Means. 

HiR 11366 -- Amend title X of Social Security Act to provide without an in- 


crease of federal participating funds, a state plan for aid to blind may 
utilize a more liberal needs test thanthat presently specified. LAFORI 
R Pa.) -- 3/24/60 -- Ways and Means. 

H J Res 657 -- Make technical corrections in certain provisions of title Il 
of Social Security Act, as amended by Social Security Amendments of 
i958. PERKINS (D Ky.) -- 3/22/60 -- Ways and Means 

Hi Con Res 645 -- Express sense of Congress re use of aircraft capable of 
excessive speed in carrying passengers for hire, DEROUNIAN (R N.Y.) 
-- 3/24/60 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce 


4. Foreign Policy 
IMMIGRATION 
HOUSI 
HR 11287 -- Similar to HR 11234. MACDONALD (D Mass.) -- 3/21/60. 


INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 


SENATI 
S 3238 -- Authorize payment to government of Philippines. FULBRIGHT (D 
Ark.) (by request) -- 3/21/60 -- Foreign Relations. 


S 3252 -- Furnish assistance in financing economic development projects 
carried on by private enterprise in foreign countries. JAVITS (R N.Y.) 


-- 3/22/60 -- Foreign Relations. 
S Res 295 -- Encourage private homeownership in Latin American countries, 
SMATHERS (D Fla.), Morse (D Ore.) -- 3/24/60 -- Foreign Relations. 
HOUSE 
HR 11288 -- Similar to HR 10747. MOULDER (D Mo.) -- 3/21/60. 
HR 11299 -- Similar to HR 10747, SHIPLEY (D Ill.) -- 3/21/60. 
HR 11342 -- Establish an Office of International Travel and Tourism and a 


Travel Advisory Board. JARMAN (D Okla.) -- 3/23/60 -- Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


Hi Con Res 621 -- Restore freedom to captive nations. ADDONIZIO (D N.J.) 
-- 3/21/60 -- Foreign Affairs. 

H Con Res 622 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. ANFUSO (D N.Y.) -- 3/21/60. 

H Con Res 623 -- Similar toH Con Res 621. BENTLEY (R Mich.) -- 3/21/60. 

Ii Con Res 624 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. CELLER (D N.Y.) -- 3/21/60 

H Con Res 625 -- Similar toH Con Res 621. DADDARIO (D Conn.) -- 3/21/60. 

H Con Res 626 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. DEROUNIAN (RN.Y.) -- 
3/21/60. 


Hi Con Res 627 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. FLOOD (D Pa.) -- 3/21/60. 


H Con Res 628 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. JUDD (R Minn.) -- 3/21/60, 
H Con Res 629 -- Similar to HCon Res 621. MCDOWELL (D Del.) -- 3/21/60. 
H Con Res 630 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. PUCINSKI (D III.) -- 3/21/60. 
H Con Res 631 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. RODINO (D N.,J.) -- 3/21/60. 
H Con Res 632 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. ROSTENKOWSKI (D IIL.) -- 
3/21/60 
H Con Res 633 -- Similar to HCon Res 621. ZABLOCKI(D Wis.) -- 3/21/60. 
H Con Res 634 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. ZELENKO(D N.Y.) -- 3/21/60. 
H Con Res 636 -- Similar to H Con Res 621, FEIGHAN(D Ohio) -- 3/21/60. 
H Con Res 637 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. CHURCH (R III.) -- 3/21/60. 
H Con Res 638 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. SANTANGELO (D N.Y.) -- 


3/21/60 
H Con Res 639 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. FLYNN (D Wis.) -- 3/22/60. 


H Con Res 640 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. O’HARA (D III.) -- 3/22/60 
H Con Res 641 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. DERWINSKI(R II1.) -- 3/23/60. 
H Con Res 642 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. DINGELL (D Mich.) -- 3/23/60 
H Con Res 643 -- Similar toH Con Res 621. FARBSTEIN(DN.,Y,) -- 3/23/60 
H Con Res 644 -- Similar to H Con Res 621. FOGARTY (D R,I.) -- 3/23/60. 
H Con Res 646 -- Similar toH Con Res 620, HOLTZMAN (DN.Y,) -- 3/24/60. 
H Con Res 647 -- Express sense of Congress re conduct of relations of the 

U.S, with Red China, LANE (D Mass.) -- 3/24/60 -- Foreign Affairs 
-_ 
2. Labor 

NO INTRODUCTIONS 
. . 7 
6. Military and Veterans 
ARMED SERVICES AND DEFENSI 
SENATE 

S 3246 -- Exempt manager-custodian of Japan Locker Fund fron rtain 

jual-compensation restrictions. WILEY (R Wis.) (by request) -- 3/21/60 

-- Armed Services. 

HOUSE 

HR 11318 -- Provide that persons entitled to retired pay or retainer pay 


under Career Compensation Act of 1949 prohibited from computing 

retired pay or retainer pay under act of May 20, 1958, be entitled to ha 

retired pay or retainer pay recomputed on basic pay provided by act of 

May 20, 1958. KILDAY (D Texas) -- 3/22/60 -- Armed Services 
HR 11319 -- Provide that in determining amount of retired pay, retirement 

pay, or retainer pay to any enlisted man, all service be counted the 

same as if he were a commissioned officer PERKINS (D Ky 
3/22/60 -- Armed Services. 


VETERANS 
SENATE 


S 3236 -- Amend title 38, USC, to pay pensions to veterans of World War I, 
MARTIN (R Iowa) -- 3/21/60 -- Finance 

S 3275 -- Extend, with respect to World War II veterans, the guaranteed loar 
programs under chapter 37 of title 38, USC, to February 1, 1965. YAR- 
BOROUGH (D Texas), Sparkman (D Ala.), Morse (D Ore.), Humphrey 
(D Minn.) -- 3/24/60 -- Labor and Public Welfare. 

S 3276 -- Amend and extend veterans’ direct home loan program, SPARK- 
MAN (D Ala.), Yarborough (D Texas), Humphrey (D Minn.), Morse (D 


Ore.) -- 3/24/60 -- Banking and Currency. 
HOUSI 
HR 11281 -- Amend title 38, USC, to provide a 1-year period during which 


veterans may be granted national service life insurance. GEORGE (D 
Kan.) -- 3/21/60 -- Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 11284 -- Establish a Veterans’ Administration hospital in Queens, Suf- 
folk, or Nassau Counties, N.Y. HALPERN (R N.Y.) -- 3/21/60 -- 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 11294 -- Similar to HR 10751. WOLF (D Iowa) -- 3/21/60. 


HR 11302 -- Amend section 601, title 38, USC, to furnish needed services of 
optometrists to veterans having service-connected eye conditions 
BRADEMAS (D Ind.) -- 3/21/60 -- Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 11311 -- Similar to HR 10756, MONAGAN (D Conn.) -- 3/22/60 


HR 11361 -- Prohibit severance of service connection in effect for 10 or 
more years, except under certain limited conditions. FINO (R N.Y.) -- 
3/24/60 -- Veterans’ Affairs. 

HR 11372 -- Eliminate requirement that veterans have served for 90days or 
more to qualify for benefits under laws administered by Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration. SANTANGELO (D N.Y.) -- 3/24/60 -- Veterans’ Affairs 


-_ . . . . 
7. Miscellaneous-Ad ministrative 
ASTRONAUTICS AND ATOMIC ENERGY 
HOUSI 
H Con Res 635 -- Express sense of Congress re distribution of nuclear wea- 
pons and nuciear weapons secrets to other nations. VANIK (D Ohio) -- 
3/21/60 -- Joint Atomic Energy. 
COMMEMORATIVE 
HOUSI 


HR 11344 -- Similar to HR 11241. SHIPLEY (D Ill.) -- 3/23/60. 
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HR 11364 -- Issue a special postage stamp in memory of venerable Bishop 
John N, Neumann, C.SS.R., DD, GRANAHAN (D Pa.) -- 3/24/60 -- 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

H J Res 665 -- Designate red rose national flower of the U.S. GEORGE (D 
Kan.) -- 3/21/60 -- House Administration. 

H J Res 658 -- Re centennial of the birthof Jane Addams, founder and leader 
of Chicago's Hull House. CHURCH (R Ill.) -- 3/23/60 -- Judiciary. 

H J Res 659 -- Similar to H J Res 651. BENTLEY (R Mich.) -- 3/23/60. 

H J Res 660 -- Designate March 25 Greek Independence Day. BRADEMAS 
(D Ind,) -- 3/24/60 -- Judiciary. 

H J Res 661 -- Similar to H J Res 658. DERWINSKI (R III.) -- 3/24/60. 


CONGRESS, CONSTITUTION, CIVIL RIGHTS 
HOUSE 


H J Res 654 -- Amend Constitution of the U.S, re Presidential inability. 
BENNETT (D Fla.) -- 3/21/60 -- Judiciary. 

H J Res 656 -- Amend Constitution of the U.S, re balancing of the budget. 
PELLY (R Wash.) -- 3/21/60 -- Judiciary. 

H Res 481 -- Create a Committee on Fiscal Planning. BARR (D Ind.) -- 
3/21/60 -- Rules, 

H Res 482 -- Re contested election, Sixth Congressional District of Kansas. 
ASHMORE (D S.C.) -- 3/21/60 -- House Administration. 

H Res 483 -- Consider HR 4700. FORAND (D R,I.) -- 3/22/60 -- Rules. 


GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 
HOUSE 


HR 11290 -- Amend section 21 of Second Liberty Bond Act to provide for 
retirement of public debt. PUCINSKI (D Ill.) -- 3/21/60 -- Ways and 


Means. 
INDIANS, D.C., TERRITORIES 
SENATE 
S 3231 -- Terminate federal supervision over Georgetown or Shoalwater Bay 


Indian Reservation Washington. JACKSON (D Wash.) (by request) -- 
3/21/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3232 -- Terminate federal supervision over property of lower Elwha Band 
of Clallam Tribe of Indians of western Washington, and individual mem- 
bers thereof. JACKSON (D Wash.) (by request) -- 3/21/60 -- Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

S 3257 -- Amend District of Columbia Traffic Act, 1925, as amended, to 
increase fee charged for learners’ permits. BIBLE (D Nev.) (by re- 
quest) -- 3/22/60 -- District of Columbia. 


§ 3258 -- Amend District of Columbia Alcoholic Beverage Control Act. 
BIBLE (D Nev.), Beall (R Md.) (by request) -- 3/22/60 -- District of 
Columbia. 


S 3262 -- Amend act of Oct. 31, 1949, re payments to Bernalillo County, 
N.M., for furnishing hospital care for certain Indians. CHAVEZ (D 
N.M.), Anderson (D N.M.) -- 3/23/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3265 -- Amend law re mining leases on tribal Indian lands and federal 
lands within Indian reservations. MURRAY (D Mont.) (by request) -- 
3/23/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3266 -- Amend act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 857, 25 USC 406, 407), re 
sale of Indian timber. MURRAY (D Mont.) (by request) -- 3/23/60 -- 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3272 -- Reimburse termination costs involved in termination of Menominee 
Tribe from federal jurisdiction. WILEY (R Wis.), Proxmire (D Wis.), 
3/23/60 -- Interior and Insulr Affairs. 

S 3273 -- Provide that documentary stamp taxes not be applicable to trans- 
actions involved in termination of Menominee Tribe from federal juris- 
diction. WILEY (R Wis.), Proxmire (D Wis.) -- 3/23/60 -- Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 


HOUSE 


HR 11274 -- Provide that Virgin Islands and Guam be represented in Con- 
gress by a Territorial Deputy to the House of Representatives. ASPIN- 
ALL (D Colo.) -- 3/21/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 11275 -- Similar to HR 11274. O’BRIEN (D N.Y.) -- 3/21/60. 

HR 11276 -- Similar to HR 11274. SAYLOR (R Pa.) -- 3/21/60. 

HR 11277 -- Similar to HR 11274. WESTLAND (R Wash.) -- 3/21/60. 

HR 11363 -~- Establish a commission to study and make recommendations 
to Congress re advisability and practicability of retroceding all or part 
of District of Columbia to Maryland. GEORGE (D Kan.) -- 3/24/60 -- 
District of Columbia. 

HR 11370 -- Amend District of Columbia Alcoholic Beverage Control Act. 
McMILLAN (D §,C,) -- 3/24/60 -- District of Columbia. 

HR 11377 -- Amend act of Oct, 31, 1949, re payments to Bernalillo County, 
N.M., for hospital care for Indians. MORRIS (D N.M.) -- 3/24/60 -- 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


COPYRIGHT 1980 C QUARTERLY UME 


PAGE 584 -- Week ending April 1, 1960 SSDS SSS es cee 





JUDICIAL PROCEDURES 


HOUSE 


HR 11280 -- Amend section 1461, title 18, USC, remailing of obscene matter 
FLYNN (D Wis.) -- 3/21/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11317 -- Similar to HR 11280. CAHILL (R N.J.) -- 3/22/60. 

HR 11320 -- Amend section 491, title 18, USC, prohibiting use of tokens, 
slugs, disks, devices, papers, or other things similar in size and shape 
to the lawful coins or other currency of the U.S. SULLIVAN (D Mo.) 
-- 3/22/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11348 -- Include certain officers and employees of Dept. of Health, 
Education and Welfare within sections 111 and 1114 of title 18, USC, re 
assaults and homicides. CELLER (D N.Y.) -- 3/23/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11359 -- Amend section 4208, title 18, USC, to require a report as to 
suitability of a federal prisoner for parole. ASHMORE (D S.C.) -- 
3/24/60 -- Judiciary. 

HR 11375 -- Amend section 35, title 18, USC to increase punishment for 
knowingly giving false information concerning destruction of aircraft 
and motor vehicles. WHARTON (R N.Y.) -- 3/24/60 -- Judiciary. 


LANDS, PUBLIC WORKS, RESOURCES 


SENATE 

S 3234 -- Authorize Secretary of Interior to convey to Sunnyside Valley Irri- 
gation District, Wash., and Tieton Irrigation District, Wash., all right, 
title, and interest of the U.S, in certain lands with improvements. 
JACKSON (D Wash.), Magnuson (D Wash.) -- 3/21/60 -- Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

S 3245 -- Prohibit imposition by any state of migratory waterfowl! hunting 
restrictions which discriminate unduly against citizens of other states. 
MARTIN (R Iowa) -- 3/21/60 -- Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S 3250 -- Authorize Secretary of Interior to provide water and sewage dis- 
posal facilities to Medora area adjoining Theodore Roosevelt National 
Memorial Park, N.D. YOUNG (RN.D.) -- 3/22/60 -- Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

S 3254 -- Authorize Secretary of Interior to permit occupancy and use by 
Congressional Club of certain lands in the District of Columbia under 
jurisdiction of the National Park Service. ANDERSON (D N.M.), 
Dworshak (R Idaho) -- 3/22/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3259 -- Authorize adjustment, in public interest, of rentals under leases, 
entered into for provision of commercial recreational facilities at Lake 
Cumberland, Ky. COOPER (R Ky.) -- 3/23/60 -- Public Works 

S 3260 -- Authorize Secretary of Army to modify certain leases entered 
into for provision of recreation facilities in reservoir areas. COOPER 
(R Ky.) -- 3/23/60 -- Public Works. 

S 3264 -- Abolish the Arlington Memorial Amphitheater Commission. MUR- 
RAY (D Mont.) (by request) -- 3/23/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3267 -- Amend act of Oct. 17, 1940, re disposition of certain public lands 
in Alaska. MURRAY (D Mont.), Bartlett (D Alaska), Gruening (D 
Alaska) -- 3/23/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 3269 -- Authorize Secretary of Navy to convey certain property to 
Hawaii. FONG (R Hawaii) -- 3/23/60 -- Armed Services. 

S$ 3279 -- Amend Public Buildings Act of 1959 to provide a study by National 
Capital Planning Commission, General Services Administration, and 
Commission of Fine Arts as to best location for a new U.S, Court of 
Claims Building. MORSE (D Ore.) -- 3/24/60 -- Public Works. 

S 3280 -- Amend Public Buildings Act of 1959 to determine feasibility of 
locating Court of Claims, Court of Customs and Patent Appeals and Tax 
Court of the U.S, near Supreme Court of the U.S. KENNEDY (D Mass.) -- 
3/24/60 -- Public Works. 


HOUSE 


HR 11272 -- Authorize Secretary of Interior to permit occupancy and use 
by Congressional Club of certain lands in District of Columbia under 
jurisdiction of National Park Service. ASPINALL (D Colo.) -- 3/21/60 
-- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 11273 -- Similar to HR 11272. SAYLOR (R Pa.) -- 3/21/60. 

HR 11279 -- Acquire land for donation to Pan American Health Organization 
as headquarters. FASCELL (D Fla.) -- 3/21/60 -- Public Works. 

HR 11298 -- Establish a research program to determine means of improving 
conservation of game fish in dam reservoirs. JOHNSON (D Calif.) -- 
3/21/60 -- Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

HR 11314 -- Authorize an appropriation for construction of a nonsectarian 
chapel and shrine as memorial to Dr. George Washington Carver. 
ROOSEVELT (D Calif.) -- 3/22/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 11345 -- Adjust in the public interest, rentals under leases, entered into 
for commercial recreational facilities at Lake Cumberland, Ky, SILER 
(R Ky.) -- 3/23/60 -- Public Works. 

HR 11351 -- Amend Federal Water Pollution Control Act toexpand research, 
extend state and interstate water pollution control program grants, and 
strengthen enforcement procedures. THOMPSON (D La.) -- 3/23/60 
Public Works. 

HR 11379 -- Amend act of Dec. 29, 1916, to prevent mining and removal of 
coal and other mineral deposits in certain stockraising homesteads. 
UDALL (D Ariz.) -- 3/24/60 -- Interior and Insular Affairs. 
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POST OFFICE AND CIVIL SEP VICE 
SENATE 


S 3239 -- Amend Postal Field Service Compensation Act of 1955, as 
amended, re position descriptions and salary. McCARTHY (D Minn.) 
-- 3/21/60 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 

S 3277 -- Readjust postal rates on first-class mail and airmail. MARTIN 
(R lowa) -- 3/24/60 -- Post Office and Civil Service. 


HOUSE 


HR 11278 -- Similar to HR 10693. ADDONIZIO (D N.J.) -- 3/21/60. 

HR 11286 -- Similar to HR 11181. MACDONALD (D Mass.) -- 3/21/60. 

HR 11328 -- Prohibit transmission of coins in mails under certain cir- 
cumstances. ANFUSO (D N.Y.) -- 3/23/60 -- Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

HR 11335 -- Similar to HR 11181, DULSKI (D N.Y.) -- 3/23/60. 

HR 11336 -- Similar to HR 10687, ELLIOTT (D Ala.) -- 3/23/60. 

HR 11343 -- Similar to HR 11181. LIBONATI (D II1.) -- 3/23/60. 


HR 11349 -- Similar to HR 11181. GRAY (D Il.) -- 3/23/60. 

HR 11350 -- Similar to HR 11140. REES (R Kan.) -- 3/23/60. 

HR 11360 -- Similar to HR 11140. BROYHILL (R Va.) -- 3/24/60. 

HR 11365 -- Similar to HR 11140. KEARNS (R Pa.) -- 3/24/60. 

HR 11368 -- Amend Federal Employees Salary Increase Act of 1958 to grant 


increases in compensation to employees of agricultural stabilization 
ind conservation county committees. LENNON (D N.C.) -- 3/24/60 -- 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 11369 -- Similar to HR 10687. LENNON (D N.C.) -- 3/24/60. 

HR 11371 -- Similar to HR 10693. RODINO (D N.J.) -- 3/24/60. 


8. Taxes and Economic Policy 


BUSINESS AND COMMERCE 


SENATE 
S 3268 -- Require use of air carriers authorized as such under provisions 
of Federal Aviation Act of 1958 fortransportationof persons and freight. 
HARTKE (D Ind.) -- 3/23/60 -- interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
S 3281 -- Amend part II of Interstate Commerce Act to require proof of pay- 
ment of state and local taxes to transfer certificate or permit to a car- 
rier by motor vehicle, LAUSCHE (D Ohio) -- 3/24/60 -- Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
HOUSE 


HR 11300 -- Similar to HR 10753, COAD (D Iowa) -- 3/21/60 

HR 11333 -- Similar to HR 11040. DIXON (R Utah) -- 3/23/60. 

HR 11340 -- Amend Communications Act of 1934, to place additional limita- 
tions on transfer of broadcast licenses, provide for regulation of 
national networks. HARRIS (D Ark.) -- 3/23/60 -- Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
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HR 11341 -- Amend Communications Act of 1934, to require a public hear- 
ing before granting broadcast licenses; regulate ‘‘payoffs’’ and "‘swap- 
offs’’ between applicants; grant authority to suspend licenses; make 
more effective requirement re announcements as to broadcast matter 
which is paid for; prohibit certain deceptive practices in the case of 
quiz programs. HARRIS (D Ark.) -- 3/23/60 -- Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

HR 11347 -- Confer on Federal Maritime Board authority todetermine postal 
rates for ocean mail transportation. BONNER (D N,C,) -- 3/23/60 -- 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


TAXES AND TARIFFS 


SENATE 

S 3240 -- Re credit against estate tax for amount of gift tax paid on a gift 
of property included in gross estate of a decedent. DIRKSEN (R III.) -- 
3/21/60 -- Finance. 

S 3243 -- Permit certain taxpayers who use cash receipts and disbursements 
method of accounting to elect prepaid subscriptionincome under section 
455 of Internal Revenue Code of 1954. HARTKE (D Ind.) -- 3/21/60 -- 
Finance, 

S 3244 -- Re taxable status of sales prior to Sept. 1, 1955, of tubes in pro- 
duction of certain component parts of television receiving sets. HARTKE 
(D Ind.) -- 3/21/60 -- Finance. 

S 3251 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to encourage private invest- 
ment abroad in less developed areas; promote American industry and 
reduce Government expenditures for foreign economic assistance. 
JAVITS (R N.Y.) -- 3/22/60 -- Finance. 

S 3253 -- Amend subchapter B of chapter 12 (transfers for gift tax purposes) 
of Internal Revenue Code of 1954. TALMADGE (D Ga.) -- 3/22/60 -- 
Finance. 


HOUSE 


HR 11282 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to permit a deduction from 
gross income for campaign expenses of candidates for public offic« 
GREEN (D Pa.) -- 3/21/60 -- Ways and Means. 

11283 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1939 and 1954 re apportion- 

ment of depletion allowance between parties to contracts for extractior 

of minerals or severance of timber. GREEN (D Pa.) -- 3/21/60 -- Ways 
and Means. 

HR 11285 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to provide child-care 
expense deduction be allowed a woman without regard to her marital 
status or income. HARMON (D Ind.) -- 3/21/60 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 11289 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to allowa taxpayer deduc- 
tion from gross income for tuition and other expenses paid by him for 
his education or the education of his spouse or any of his dependents. 
PUCINSKI (D II1.) -- 3/21/60 -- Ways and Means 

HR 11308 -- Similar to HR 11264, DULSKI (D N.Y.) -- 3/22/60. 

HR 11331 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954 topermit charitable con- 
tributions, bequests, transfers, and gifts to the UN or any established 
agency thereof to be deductible for income tax, estate tax, and gift tax 
purposes. BARRY (R N.Y.) -- 3/23/60 -- Ways and Means. 

HR 11334 -- Amend Internal Revenue Code of 1954toexempt from tax tobac- 
co products for certain charitable purposes. DORN(R N.Y.) -- 3/23/60 
-- Ways and Means. 

HR 11376 -- Allow credit or refund of gift tax erroneously paid by treating 
nontaxable divisions of community property as gifts. KING (D Calif.) -- 
3/24/60 -- Ways and Means. 
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Agency Requested 


Agriculture 


Legislative 

Public Works 
State-Justice-Judiciary 
Treasury-Post Office (HR 10569) 
Mutual Security 

Supplementals, 1960 


4,897 ,853,000 


1,031 ,323,264 





HOUSE | SENATE j 
| Committee Passed Committee Passed Final 


Commerce (HR 10234) $ 799,615,000 $ 760,522,235 $ 760,522,235 $ 738,388,300 $ 738,388,300 

Defense 

District of Columbia (HR 10233) 
Federal payment 34,533,000 27,533,000 27,533,000 28,533,000 28,533,000 27,533,000 
District payment (242,403,000) (237,118,276) (237,118,276) (240,089,152) (240,089,152) (239,470,433) 

Executive Offices (HR 11389) 14,302,500 13,787,500 13,787,500 

Independent Offices 

Interior (HR 10401) 538,513,300 531,558,600 531,558,600 574,442,500 577,395,625 

Labor-HEW (HR 11390) 3,931,815,981 4,180,773,731 4,180,773,731 


4,795,414,000 4,795,414,00 


252,125,864 





260,455,864 1,002,858,103 1,018,520,103 
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Presidential Report 





THE TEXT OF PRESIDENT EISENHOWER’S MARCH 30 PRESS CONFERENCE 


Following is the complete text of President Eisenhower's March 30 press confer- 
ence, the 82nd of his second term, held two weeks after the 81st (Weekly Report 447): 


THE PRESIDENT: Good morning. Please sit down. I have 
no announcements, 


NUCLEAR TESTS 


Q. MARVIN L. ARROWSMITH, Associated Press: Mr. Presi- 
dent, in connection with the agreement you reached with Prime 
Minister Macmillan, do you have in mind a moratorium on small 
underground nuclear tests that would run beyond your term of 
office; and if so, do you feel it would be binding on your successor? 

THE PRESIDENT: You will recall that the agreement said 
that there would be unilateral pronouncement, unilateral action, 
and therefore it would be Presidential action. I think, my own 
idea is, that any successor would have the right to exercise his 
own judgment in the matter. 


NIXON PARTICIPATION 


Q. MERRIMAN SMITH, United Press International: Mr. 
President, yesterday when this moratorium and the duration of 
it was under discussion at Camp David, did Vice President Nixon 
have a voice in determination of the American position on that 
moratorium? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I couldn't possibly answer in par- 
ticular detail. Now, what happens is this: As you people have 
known for seven years, every time there are important confer- 
ences, I do my best to have the Vice President present, for the 
simple reason, if I have an accident or anything happens to me, 
he has to take over. So therefore he is never denied opportunity 
for discussion in any meeting, but I could never tell you, for 
detail, what his particular ideas were, unless we happen to get 
in an argument of scme kind about it. 


NIXON CAMPAIGN 


Q. RAY L. SCHERER, NBC: Mr. President, another ques- 
tion about Mr. Nixon. He has now twice declared in public 
speeches that he will not seek reelection on the record of the 
Administration alone, but on the basis of an expanded program 
of his own, As far as you are concerned, is he now free to 
enunciate his own positions, eveniftheydiffer or go beyond yours; 
or is this a prerogative that Mr. Nixon has had all along? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, let us say this: Mr. Nixon has been 
part of this Administration and certainly will be until January 20th 
next, so his voice has always been heard in any discussion as to 
policy. 

Now, I should think he would be absolutely stupid if he said 
that you were going as far as the record of this Administration 
would carry you and then stop. This world moves, and I'll tell 
you, if | were not so fortunate as to be stopped here and don’t 
have to go any further with this thing, certainly I would be looking 
for new ways and directions in which to carry on what I conceive 
to be the responsibilities of the Federal Government. So, if he 
doesn’t say that he is going to build on what has been so far ac- 
complished, I think he would be very foolish. So, I completely 
applaud what he has to say about the thing. 


SITDOWN STRIKES 


Q. CARLETON KENT, Chicago Sun-Times: Mr. President, 
Gov. Collins of Florida recently declared that he felt it was 
morally wrong for operators of variety stores to take Negroes’ 
money in other parts of the store and yet refuse to give them 
service at luncheon counters. Can youdiscuss your opinion of that 
problem? 


COPYRIGHT 1960 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC 


PAGE 586 -- Week ending April 1, 1960 sspesction prohibited in whole or in pert encapt by editorial client 


THE PRESIDENT: I think I have made my position rather 
clear. I think that eventually the conscience of America is going 
to give to all of us equal economic and political rights, regardless 
of such inconsequential differences as race and so on, 

Now, as I tried to make it clear, every one of these incidents 
seems to have some specific slight difference, when compared 
with any other incident, and they bring upall sorts of possibilities 
of local interpretation and local action. I cannot possibly be fa- 
miliar with all of them. I just stand by the fact that I| think 
eventually the conscience of America will bring this about. 

That man, Mr. -- 


GENEVA TALKS 


Q. JOHN M, HIGHTOWER, Associated Press: Mr. Presi- 
dent, could you help us understand a little better -- this is John 
Hightower of AP -- the negotiating situation which might arise 
in Geneva in the light of what you just said about the position of 
your successor on a nuclear test ban. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes. 

Q. HIGHTOWER: As I gather, if a treaty were drafted, it 
probably would not be completed under the most favorable cir- 
cumstances for six weeks or two months or three months, some- 
thing like that. That means that at most, the new -- the unilateral 
declaration would be good for about six months. What would be the 
position thereafter? Would you be in position now, for example, 
to say to the Soviets that you believed the circumstances were 
such that your successor would surely continue the moratorium? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, this is, I think, the main point in 
answering the question. Every government understands the powers 
and limitations of each of the individuals who is responsible for 
negotiating. Therefore, while you would remind the other govern- 
ments, it would practically be unnecessary for me to say that in 
our country we do have a separation of powers and therefore, 
under a situation where you have a voluntary, simultaneous and 
voluntary renunciation of testing for a stated period, if that period 
went beyond your own term of office, I personally think it would 
have to be reaffirmed by a successor, if it were to be effective. 

Now, I haven’t asked the Attorney General for a specific 
ruling on this point, but I shall do that as soon as I can, That is 
my own feeling; that would be the answer. (There was a chorus 
of ‘‘Mr. President’’.) 


DEMOCRATS AT THE SUMMIT 


Q. ROWLAND EVANS, New York Herald Tribune: Mr. 
President, in view of your well-knownconcern over bipartisanship 
in foreign policy, sir, | wonder whether you would discuss the 
question of Democratic participation at the summit, and whether 
you think it might be advisable to have a Democrat at that Paris 
meeting, even if a treaty isn’t ready for actual signing on May 16. 

THE PRESIDENT: The man that I would think would be the 
principal one in the Senate who would want to have something to 
say about this is the Chairman of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee. I believe he has an understanding with Mr. Herter, and 
I believe as to the general effect, that when you are having what 
you hope to be intimate discussions with heads of governments 
trying to uncover and discover areas where some kind of progress 
will be made, that there is no thought of making treaties or the 
kinds of agreements in which the Senate would be interested. 

I think that Sen. Fulbright has, before this, intimated or 
stated that he thought this was not the place for this kind of mem- 
bership of the deputation -- of the group that would go. 

Now, I think I have never gone abroad without making some 
attempt to get a hold of the leaders of both parties, tried to tell 
them what seems to be in the wind, what we are hoping to do, and 
sort of warning them that you didn’t at the moment expect any 
treaties to come, to be projected. Whenever there is any treaty 
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projected, and we believe should be considered carefully, then I 
would certainly say you have to have Democratic participation. 


CUBAN RELATIONS 


Q. E.W. KENWORTHY, New York Times: Mr. President, it 
has been a week and a half since Ambassador Bonsal returned to 
Havana -- 

THE PRESIDENT: A little louder. 

Q. KENWORTHY: It’s been a week and a half since Ambas- 
sador Bonsal returned to Havana, andinthattime the attacks upon 
the United States have grown increasingly more violent. Are you 
satisfied that the Castro Government sincerely wishes to compose 
the differences with us through negotiation? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, really!I can’t guess on the thing very 
much, I will say this: Any progress in that direction has been 
disappointing to me. We have sent back Mr. Bonsal because we 
thought it was a better thing to do, in view of certain statements 
that had been made; but the whole thing, at least our attitude, stands 
as it has been before. We stand ready to discuss all of the com- 
plaints that the Government of Cuba has against ours, and we cer- 
tainly think it would be reasonable and decent in discussing them. 
That is as far as I can go. 


EUROPEAN TRADE 


Q. JOHN R, GIBSON, Wall Street Journal: Thereis a certain 
amount of concern, both here and in Western Europe, about the 
growing trade rivalries between our allies in Western Europe. 
Could you comment on our policy in this respect, and to what ex- 
tent if any this has come up between you and the Prime Minister? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, with respect to the Prime Minister, 
while he mentioned this subject casually to me, he did not in pri- 
vate conversations with me bring it up at all, beyond that. He 
knows there is a problem, 

Now, for our point, our policy has been this: We stand for 
the policy of cooperating with others to eliminate or to reduce 
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THE PRESIDENT: Well, Mr. Wilson, I said this -- we were 
talking, not between Mr. Nixon and any other Republican that had 
been mentioned. Were there two candidates in the field, I would 
have to observe my self-imposed limitation that I had always 
before observed, whether in state or federal office-seeking. We 
were talking about a candidate on my side and the numerous ones 
on the other, and I had my preference, and I said even to the point 
of bias. 

Q. WILSON: Yes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Now, I would say this about the Vice Presi- 
dent: Certainly if Mr. Rockefeller were nominated, he would be 
one that would be acceptable to me, and I think I have said here 
several times, I think I can name a score of Republicans of real 
stature that would be acceptable in this office. (There was a 
chorus of “‘Mr. President.’’) 


PLEASURE-BENT YOUTH 


Q. EDWARD V, KOTERBA, United Features: Mr. President, 
sir, at some sessions of the White House Conference on Children 
and Youth, there has been some talk that the youth of today is 
soft, less rugged mentally and physically than the children of a 
few generations ago; and that also, in fact, goes for the modern 
parent. 

Do you agree, sir, that too many people in the United States 
these days are more interested in seeking pleasure and comfort 
and wealth than they are in building up our moral and physical 
values? 

THE PRESIDENT: I’m not going to comment on the moral 
strength of the thing, because this is obviously something that 
really gets an expert. Now, I do believe that if we lose moral 
strength, we have lost our greatest asset. 

Let’s take this matter of physical fitness. It is not a matter 
that we deliberately set about doing this thing, but here is what 
happens -- we are a people that, when we see a new convenience 
or a new comfort in our lives, we go about it and try to earn 
enough to buy that kind of thing. So, in Europe today you see 


1 barriers to trade. Unfortunately, some of these methods that children, as you know, by the thousands, bicycling along the 
; come about, that are proposed, in certain instances would bring Holland roads and the Paris roads and so on. In our country, 
7 down, in other instances bring up barriers. So, it is not an easy you don’t see it. The children go to school by buses, and if 
. and simple problem and it is the reason they are going to have they have to walk more than 48 -- four or five blocks, I think 
1 this Paris Trade Council to discuss the thing. It is a delicate their parents get a little bit frightened, there is so much traffic 
: thing and it affects every problem, every country in Europe, not on the roads, and so they want to get them up there, so the child 
| merely the six or the seven, but every other one. doesn’t walk, he rides somewhere. 
d Now, here is what happens: The firstof these youth fitnesse 
J — . “vers : conferences I called back about 1954. I had a man, Mr. Kelly, 
NUCLEAR POLICY CHANGE “98 ; ; as 
he from Philadelphia, who has been very interested in this, came 
> : eee a lown and gave me some statistics, and he gave a whole series of 
: Q. WILLIAM McGAFFIN, Chicago Daily News: Mr. Presi- por arice & “ nag Hike 
S , . , physical tests to the children of the United States, | think about 
dent, when the issue of ending nuclear tests was first raised in Hy * ‘ . E 
s . . ; 15,000 here, and about four or five thousand in each of the Euro- 
the 1956 campaign, you did not seem to think very much of the 2 
: s pean countries took, and well, the alarming results were -- well, 
suggestion. As a footnote to history, it would be interesting if you , 
; they were very depressing. 
could tell us what has caused you to come around to your present . : 3 : : : 
position - Now, I think this: All of these people are trying to find ways 
Ss ( . ’ 
* . ; ‘ : of correcting these things, but I don’t think that it is anything 
THE PRESIDENT: I don’t believe that there is any place you ie : F ‘ 
: : . that we deliberately did, and said we wanted to be affluent and 
3 could find where I said I was against cessation of tests. I said I A : , : 
; : : soft; it’s just our mode of life has brought about something we 
p was against cessation of tests except byanarrangement which gave 7 ‘ papa ens ee 
; : have to overcome. That’s all, and we have to do it very earnest- 
e mutual right for inspection -- at least this was my whole attitude i. 
Yr toward disarmament, still is, and this inspectionis only the fringe, , 
is one of the fringe subjects -- | meanthe nuclear tests -- the fringe 
>. subjects on the whole field of disarmament. So, I think there has AID TO AGED 
ie been no basic difference, except to this extent: that if we could go 
tO so far in setting up these reciprocal intelligence systems, they Q. J.F. TER HORST, Detroit News: I'd like to jump, sir, 
= are not intelligence, they are inspectional systems, that under- from the aged -- from the youth to the aged, if | may. There 
id neath was the so-called threshhold, we could certainly have a con- has been a lot of controversy on Capito! Hill and we understand 
at tinuation of a moratorium that would permit opportunity for a joint also within Administration circles regarding what kind of medical] 
ts or coordinated study and program for permanent elimination of care should be provided for senior citizens. And, some of the 
3S those tests. But, remember, the heart of it is mutual inspection Administration critics have even gone so far as to say the Presi- 
1¢ and verification. dent does not understand this problem because he has never had 
d. to defray his own medical bills. 
or VICE PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES I wonder, sir, if you could helpus understand what your posi- 
i- tion and what your philosophy is toward what the government 
Q. RICHARD L, WILSON, Cowles Publications: A couple of should really do for senior citizens and what they should do on 
ne weeks ago, Mr. President, you were frank in stating your prefer- their own, 
il ence for Vice President Nixon as the Republican Presidential THE PRESIDENT: Well, of course, I'll start off with this: 
nd nominee, I wondered if you could be equally frank with regard You start off asking what the government should do. There are 
ny to the Vice Presidential nomination? How about Governor Rocke- lots of governments, and the thing I object to is putting everything 
ity feller, for example? or. the Federal Government because, I point out to you people all 
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the time, if a city or acountyor a state has to raise funds, if they 
have to do it even by borrowing, they have to go into the market 
with their bonds. The Federal Government tries to do that also, 
as long as it is fiscally responsible, but the Federal Government 
can print money, nobody else can, so it is always a little caution 
that you ought to tuck in the back of your minds when you think 
just bringing in new responsibilities and new expenses in the 
Federal Government. 

Now, to talk about this specific thing: I have, from the time 
this subject was discussed with me very thoroughly and exhaus- 
tively away back in 1951 and '52, I have been against compulsory 
insurance as a very definite step in socialized medicine. I don’t 
believe in it and I want none of it myself, I don’t want any of it. 

At the same time there has been a great deal of progress 
made in this whole field. The numbers of people that have come 
under the voluntary health insurance programs has been very 
great, increasing rapidly, and we still leave with ourselves, how- 
ever, the problem of those people who are not indigent, who are 
taken care of under that state assistance act, I forget the name of 
it, but the people who are just too low-incomed to take care of 
these catastrophic illnesses, 

Now, I think we have got to developa voluntary program and 
as a matter of fact in talking, in all our discussions inside the 
Cabinet, that is exactly what I’ve instructed the H.E.W, Secretary 
to do, to get all the people that are interested, the insurance 
companies, the doctors, the older people, everybody that seems 
to have a real worthwhile opinion and conviction on this thing, 
get them in and work out what should be the responsibility of the 
individual, and the city and state and, finally, the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Now, I want to point out at this time there is not a single 
state that has a program in this field. It seems to me that the 
problem does have enough of the local in its character that they 
should be just as interested as anybody else. Now, we are trying 
to develop a program that will show exactly where the Federal 
Government, or federal responsibility in this field should begin, 
and where it should end. 


FUTURE SUMMIT TALKS 


Q. FRANK BOURGHOLTZER, NBC: Mr. President, on this 
subject of committing your successor in office, are you consider- 
ing a second and third summit conference; the second one, for 
example, immediately after the election,to which you would take 
your successor, and perhaps a third one next spring? 

THE PRESIDENT: Why, I hadn’t even thought of that. With 
all of my friends and associates in Europe, there is constantly 
now talk -- the subject is talked about in terms of -- we should 
have these things, oh, not at four or five-year intervals, but 
fairly frequently and that is all that can be said now, 

I would think this: After the election, no matter who is 
elected, I would think there would be a resurgence of all of the 
questions now placed about my ability to make, let’s say, a one- 
year moratorium, because I haven’t got a year, you see. So the 
more you get, the closer you get to next January, why, the more 
those questions would come up, and I would doubt whether it would 
be too useful. But if there were some emergency that came up 
that made it useful, why, of course, I’d go. (There was a chorus 
of ‘‘Mr. President.’’) 


NUCLEAR INSPECTION 


Q. JAMES B, RESTON, New York Times: Mr, President, 
as I understand it, it would take a year or two to build these in- 
spection sites in the Soviet Union. Now, does that mean that the 
treaty would be signed and that there would be no inspection for 
a couple of years before the system would be overating? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think the staternent that we stated 
yesterday made that perfectly clear, that the treaty, when the 
treaty was established, we would say, and written, and I mean 
after confirmed, put it that way, as confirmed, then there would 
be no test under the threshhold and you certainly wouldn't have 
any above, would you? 

Q. RESTON: No, but then you would have, then, for a period 
of two years, that you would have an uninspected system over the 
entire range, would you not? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, you would have people over there, 
and I think that it would begin gradually to develop inefficiency. 
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You have to do something if you are going to get a system estab- 
lished that is going to be mutually acceptable as to its accuracy 
and reliability -- well, then you have to make some concessions 
as to stopping this whole business until you’re sure of that. That 
is what I feel. 

Now, I mean this: You have to put into it every safeguard 
so that there cannot be dilatory tactics used just to push you off 
for ten years. As we said in this suggestion, that a four or five- 
year period or moratorium is just excessive. 


SOVIET SERIOUSNESS 


Q. JOHN SCALI, Associated Press: Mr. President, the suc- 
cess of the offer that you and Prime Minister Macmillan put 
forward yesterday would seem to depend to a great extent on how 
serious and sincerely the Soviets would negotiate on this issue. 
Now, after months of deadlock on this problem, do you have any 
reason for believing that at this stage, the Soviets are any more 
sincere in wanting such an agreement? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, again I can’t presume to describe 
in any accuracy what are the motives of somebody else. Now, all 
the signs are that the Soviets do want a degree of disarmament, 
and they want to stop testing. That looks to me to be more or less 
proved. But, the condition on which they want it, the conditions 
they want to establish for such an accomplishment are things of 
course, that are their devising, which are simply common pro- 
nouncement -- that’s it, just a pronouncement on both parties. 
That is what they have always said. 

Now, they have come a long waysincethey said, “‘Now we are 
ready to establish these mutual systems,”’ and so the very fact 
that they have made this concession means that they want to nego- 
tiate further; no question in my mind. 


SOUTH AFRICAN RIOTS 


Q. CHARLES E, SHUTT, Telenews: Could you give us your 
views, sir, on current serious race problems now confronting 
South Africa? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, I think that I wouldn’t want to say 
anything more about that than the Secretary of State has already 
said. Naturally, when we see things ofthis kind where people are 
killed and there is violence, so much violence, we deplore it, 
but it is a very touchy thing where I think that there are probably 
a lot of people within that country of understanding, human under- 
standing, and want to get a better condition brought about. I’d like 
to see them do it. 


NIXON & RED CHINA 


Q. ROBERT C, PIERPOINT, CBS News: Mr. President, 
reports have been published that Vice President Nixonis planning 
a trip to Communist China, I’d like to ask you, first of all, have 
you heard anything about these plans; and secondly, what is your 
reaction to the basic idea? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, that must be the most speculative 
think piece I ever heard of in a long time. (Laughter.) He has 
never said such a word to me in his whole life, and I’ll tell you, 
there are just no such plans of any kind. 


BIPARTISAN BRIEFINGS 


Q. EDWARD P. MORGAN, American Broadcasting Co.: Mr. 
President, two points on the problem of your successor, Mr. 
President. Was it considered completely impracticable to have 
a Democrat along with Vice President Nixon at the Camp David 
briefings; and, second, what is your view on the suggestions that 
after the nominees are actually picked, they be given high level 
intelligence briefings? 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, the second part, totake that first -- 
always we do that. They did it for me in 1952, and I did it in ’56, 
as quick as the nominees are named, they begin to get it, and for 
this very practical reason: One of the two of them is the succes- 
sor, he is the obvious successor, and so you have to keep him 
informed. 

Mr. Nixon, and after all you people must remember, he is 
Vice President. He is not coming up just to negotiate or to talk, 
although as I said his opinion is always welcome, he is there 
because he might be the President of the United States tomorrow, 
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or acting as such, anyway. Now, ifthat is so, you have got to keep 
him informed. How can he be ready to operate and act if he had 
to come out of a vacuum and go into all of the obvious, all of the 
difficult details of such an office. So, it is entirely a different 
thing. But, when the two nominees are set up, they will both be 
briefed steadily. 


ON-SITE INSPECTIONS 


Q, PETER LISAGOR, Chicago Daily News: Mr. President, 
the chief Soviet delegate at the Geneva test talks has said that the 
number of on-site inspections which has been an obstacle in the 
negotiations, is a matter to be decided politically. Would you then 
expect that this figure would be subject to agreement at a summit 
conference? 

THE PRESIDENT: That could well be, if you had had now 
satisfactory progress in a program, and I think that that would 
be something that might be discussed and maybe even decided 
there. 

I would just like to say one more thing about the summit 
meetings. If the summit meetings are all plenary meetings, 
sessions, with the whole room full, as a matter of fact you have 
a room full of people about like this, you have a big square table 
and you have around it as many people as you can crowd, and 
behind that you have two or three rows of so-called advisors -- 
(Laughter.) 

Everybody is talking at everybody else, instead of talking 
with them, And they are also, because so many of these state- 
ments are published, they are talking to their own constituents, 
in other words, they are doing as good propaganda job as they 
can, We woulddothe same if we could think of anything we haven't 
said already, (Laughter.) 

Here is what the summit meeting, if it has got any value, 
is this -- four men sitting around thetable with their interpreters 
and, without anybody having any checks of any kind, see if they 
can, by exploring each other’s minds, ‘‘What do you really want 
to do? What could we do?’’ That’s the kind of thing that you 
would do at a summit meeting. 

Now, if you get an idea, what do you do? You have to put it 
now, to all these experts, because they are knowledgeable and 
they know their stuff, and you giveitto them and say, ‘‘Now, come 
up with a little scheme or plan. Can we put out something now that 
could possibly be a basis of a treaty or at least a basis for 
temporary action of some kind?’’ That’s the kind of thing thot 
takes place, and so when you begin to visualize this tremendous 
group in a summit meeting, that’s only the part of it that ought 
to be for show, the rest of it, in my opinion, the working part of 
it, ought to be in small groups like I have just described. 


TEST BAN REASONS 


Q. CHALMERS M, ROBERTS, Washington Post: Mr. Presi- 
dent, if we could get away from the details of this test ban and 
negotiation for a minute, I would like to ask you this, sir: 

Why is it that you are trying to get a treaty? Is it because 
you think this would freeze nuclear weapons and make the 
world safer, or keep other countries from going into the business? 
What is the driving force behind your determination? 

THE PRESIDENT: Largely I would think, for me -- now I 
am speaking personally at this moment -- the driving force 
behind me is the belief that we should try to stop the spreading 
of this, what you might say, the size of the club. Now, there are 
already four nations into it, and it’s an expensive business and 
it could be finally more dangerous than ever, merely because 
of the spreading of this knowledge and this know-how, and par- 
ticularly with newer ways of coming up, of manufacturing all 
these new 235’s and so on, 

So that is really the big thing, because of now, I assure you 
the power that exists in the arsenals, certainly of our own, and 
we know of Russia’s, is such a tremendous thing that I don’t 
think that testing will necessarily make destruction more likely, 
I mean, of your enemy or of yourself. I don’t mean enemy; I 
mean of anyone, any nation, or this one. 

But the perfection of the peaceful uses of this thing, the per- 
fection of the weapons themselves, in using one pound of something 
where two pounds was necessary before, that’s the kind of thing 
that goes on all the time. 
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If we continue to do that, others are going to test in the 
fields that we have already covered you see, and finally there 
will be any number of nations that have it, and I think it ought 
to be stopped. 

Q. MARVIN L, 
you, Mr. President. 


ARROWSMITH, Associated Press: Thank 


NUCLEAR TESTS 


Following is the complete text of a March 29, joint statement by President Ei sen- 
hower and British Prime Minister Harold Macmillan on the Gereva three-power nuclear 


test ban talks (see p. 557 


President Eisenhower and Prime Minister Macmillan have 
discussed the present position of the nuclear tests conference at 
Geneva between the United States, United Kingdom and the Soviet 
Union. 

It has been and remains the earnest desire of both the 
United States Government and Her Majesty’s Government in the 
United Kingdom to achieve, by international agreement, the 
total prohibition of all nuclear weapons tests, under effective 
international control. 

When the Geneva conference began seventeen months ago, 
there was reason to hope from the preliminary scientific dis- 
cussions which had preceded it that there would be no insuperabk 
technical or scientific difficulties in establishing an effective 
control system capable of detecting nuclear tests of all kinds, 

Subsequently, however, it appeared from further scientific 
research that in our present state of knowledge there are great 
technical problems involved in setting up a control system whic! 
would be effective in detecting underground nuclear tests below 
a certain size. It is, however, the sincere hope of the Pre 
and the Prime Minister that an agreed program of coordinated 
scientific research, undertaken by the three countri wil 
lead in time to a solution of this problem. 

Meanwhile the President and the Prime Minister believe 
that progress can be made toward their ultimate objective of a 
comprehensive agreement, They have agreed that much has beer 
accomplished in these Geneva negotiations toward this objective 

They point out that in the effort to achieve the early con- 
clusion of a treaty there are a number of important specific 
problems to be resolved. These include the questions of an 
adequate quota of on-site inspections, the composition of the 
control commission, control post staffing and voting matter 
as well as arrangements for peaceful purposes detonation 

They believe that negotiation on these points should 
speeded up and completed at the earliest possible time. 

The Prime Minister and the President have agreed that as 
soon as this treaty has been signed and arrangements made for 
a coordinated research program for the purpose of progressively 
improving control methods for events below a seismic magnitud 
of 4.75, they will be ready to institute a voluntary moratorium 
of agreed duration on nuclear weapons tests below that thresh- 
hold, to be accomplished by unilateral declaration of each of the 
three powers. 

In order to expedite progress, the President and the Prim: 
Minister have agreed to invite the Soviet Government to join at 
once with their two governments in making arrangements for 
such a coordinated research program and putting it into operation. 

It is to be understood that, once the treaty is signed, ratifi- 
cation will have to follow the constitutional processes of each 
country. 

The President and the Prime Minister have agreed to giv 
instructions to their delegates at Geneva in accordance with th 
spirit of this declaration, 


OTHER STATEMENTS 


Other recent statements by President Ei senhower 


March 22 -- Letter replying to Russian Premier Khrush- 
chev’s March 16 letter to Mr. Eisenhower thanking the U.S, for 
the sea rescue of four Russian soldiers by the USS Kearsarge. 


March 22 -- Extemporaneous remarks to a group of Eisen- 
hower Exchange Fellows. 

March 27 -- Address at opening of White House Conferenc« 
on Children and Youth. 

March 28 -- Presidential! proclamation declaring April 1960 


Cancer Control Month. 
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TARIFF COMMISSION HEARS COTTON IMPORT CURB PLEA 


The current drive to expand U.S, exports, subject of 
a Presidential message to Congress March 17 (Weekly 
Report p. 438), lends added interest to a matter now be- 
fore the U.S. Tariff Commission. This is the latest in a 
long line of investigations of cotton textile imports, but 
with a newtwist. According tothe Department of Agricul- 
ture, these imports are now interfering with its program 
for promoting raw cotton exports. 

The United States is still the world’s leading pro- 
ducer, consumer and exporter of raw cotton, the bulk of 
which is grown in 14 states stretching from North Caro- 
lina to California (see box, next page.) Cotton is the 
Nation’s leading cash crop, with a farm value that av- 
eraged $2.5 billion over the past five years. In recent 
years, however, cotton’s problems have multiplied with 
increased competition from synthetic fibers, rising 
foreign production of cotton and cotton products, and 
mounting surpluses at home, 


Background 


The current investigation was initiated in 1959 by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under authority of Section 
22 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1933. This 
directs him to inform the President whenever he ‘‘has 
reason to believe that any article or articles are being 
or are practically certain to be imported into the United 
States under such conditions and in such quantities as to 
render or tend to render ineffective, or materially in- 
terfere with,’’ any Agriculture Department program. 
If the President agrees, the matter goes to the Tariff 
Commission for investigation and recommendation. The 
President may then impose an import quota or a fee up 
to 50 percent of value. 

This procedure was invoked in 1939, with respect 
to imports of raw cotton, and resulted in the establish- 
ment of quotas amounting to less than 1 percent of the 
current 14.7-million bale U.S, cotton crop. A concurrent 
investigation aimed at imports of cotton products was 
dropped, however, when World War Il intervened. After 
the war, American cotton and cotton products were in 
strong foreign demand until the early 1950s, when foreign 
production had fully recovered from the war. 

The woes of American cotton interests first reached 
a peak in 1956. That year Government-held stocks of 
raw cotton, acquired under the price support program, 
rose to 14.5 million bales as exports dropped to 2.2 
million bales, reflecting a growing disparity betweendo- 
mestic and world prices for cotton, At the same time, 
imports of cotton products tripled between 1952 and 
1956. (See box, next page) 

To cope with the cotton surplus problem, Congress 
directed the Commodity Credit Corporation, in Section 203 
of the Agricultural Act of 1956, to sell at world prices 
such quantities of its stocks ‘‘as will reestablish and 
maintain the fair historical share of the world market for 
United States cotton.’’ (1956 Almanac p. 375) Under the 
export sales program, exporters who buy CCC cotton for 


delivery abroad receive a subsidy, now paid inan equival- 
ent quantity of cotton, amounting ineffect tothe difference 
between the domestic price support level and the world 
price. Currently this is the 8-cent difference between a 
domestic price of about 32 cents per pound and a world 
price of about 24 cents. The export subsidy will drop to 
6 cents, however, with the begiriningofa newcrop year on 
Aug. 1, reflecting a drop in cotton price supports. 

Meanwhile, however, the domestic textile industry 
has made no headway in its campaign for import restric- 
tions on cotton manufactures, The American Cotton 
Manufacturers Institute petitioned the Secretary of Agri- 
culture in 1956 to institute a Section 22 investigation, 
but was refused. The same year petitions for ‘‘escape 
clause’’ action oncotton pillowcases and velveteen fabrics 
were denied, in the first case by the Tariff Commission, 
in the second by ithe President. All of these decisions 
were influenced, in some degree, by Japan’s announce- 
ment on May 16, 1,956 that she would restrict her exports 
of cotton goods tojthe U.S, voluntarily. 


Current Investigation 


Japan’s self-imposed quotas served to ease pressure 
for import restrictions, but only temporarily. Beginning 
in 1958, there was asteady rise inimports of cotton cloth 
and other products from India, Hong Kong, Formosa, 
Pakistan, Korea and other countries. Total imports, 
measured in tertms of raw cotton content, rose from the 
equivalent of 190,000 bales in 1957 to 319,000 bales in 
1959, The textile industry, disillusioned by its earlier 
experience with the ‘‘escape clause’’, again turned to 
Section 22 as a device for winning mandatory quotas. 

In response to a petition from the National Cotton 
Council, Secretary of Agriculture Ezra Taft Benson 
wrote President Eisenhower Oct. 28, 1959 to the effect 
that imports were interfering with the export sales pro- 
gram, Asa remedy, he proposed that a fee equal to the 
CCC subsidy be levied on the cotton content of all im- 
ports. On Nov. 10 the President ordered an investigation 
which culminated in hearings March 1-9, 

As expected, the hearings revealed wide differences 
of opinion regarding the need for cotton import restric- 
tions and the effectiveness of the proposed remedy. 
Following are some of the points made: 

@ Sen, Strom Thurmond (D S.C.), one of more than a 
score of Congressmen from textile states toappear, said 
it was ‘‘nolessthana national tragedy” that the President 
had sought to limit the scope of the investigation and the 
proposed remedy. ‘‘Only mandatory quotas will be suc- 
cessful,’’ he said. 

@ Assistant Secretary of Agriculture Clarence L. 
Miller acknowedged that the export subsidy (amounting t 
about $40 per bale on an estimated 6 million bales this 
year, or about $240 million) ‘‘is a subsidy to the Ameri- 
can farmer,’’ not tothe foreign manufacturer asis argued 
by domestic textile interests. He defended the proposed 
fee on grounds that any cotton imported in the form of 
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textiles ‘‘would displace an equal amount”’ of domestic 
textiles, thus nullifying the effort to dispose of the U.S, 
surplus. But, Miller added, “‘I can’t possibly say”’ the 
proposed fee would keep textiles out. 

@ Spokesmen for the National Cotton Council empha- 
sized that rising imports from the Far East reflected 
cheap labor costs no less than the lower world price for 
raw cotton. Representatives of foreign manufacturers 
ind U.S. importers argued that imports still amounted to 
less than 4 percent of U.S. mill consumption, that the pro- 
posed fee could serve no other purpose thanto reimburse 
the CCC for subsidizing the cotton farmer, and that it 
might well result in smaller sales of U.S. cotton in such 
markets as Japan. 

During the hearings, the Tariff Commission refused 
to rule that it was or was not bound to limit its recom- 
mendation to the countervailing fee proposed by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and the President. Conceivably, the 
Commission might recommend mandatory quotas. But the 
President, who has the last word, has generally opposed 
this remedy. The Administration has sought instead to 
encourage wider acceptance of the voluntary, self- 
imposed quota system developed by Japan. 


Outlook 


Some improvement is foreseen in the competitive 
position of the domestic textile industry under legisla- 
lation calling for lower price supports on cotton. The 
Agricultural Act of 1958 provided that minimum supports 
would drop to 70 percent of parity with the 1961 crop 
year, and to 65 percent thereafter. (1958 Almanac p. 269) 
Assuming no change in the world price of cotton, these 
changes would go far toward eliminating the two-price 
system, which discriminates against the domestic indus- 
try. 

Meanwhile, the Senate has approved analternative to 
the fee proposed by the Secretary of Agriculture. The 
bill (S 314), introduced by Sen. Margaret Chase Smith (R 
Maine) and passed July 16, 1959, directs the CCC to offer 
domestic textile mills 750,000 bales of surplus cotton a 
year for five years at prices that ‘‘will allow the United 
States cotton textile industry to regain the level of exports 
of cotton products maintained by it during the period 1947 
through 1952,’’ 

The House Agriculture Subcommittee on Cotton held a 
hearing Aug. 11, 1959 on S 314 anda companien bill, (HR 
4033, introduced by Rep. Clifford G. McIntire (R Maine), 
but took no further action. Boththe Agriculture and State 
Departments opposed the bill, on grounds that it was un- 
workable and would amount to an unjustifiable subsidy 
which would lead to countermeasures abroad. 

The most recent Administration comment on the com - 
petitive problems of cotton textiles came from Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce Henry Kearns, shortly before his 
March 15. In a Feb. 22 speech before the 
Charlotte (N.C.) Textile Club, Kearns said “‘the economic 
changes in the textile industry are more the results of 
the vagaries of consumer spending, overcapacity, non- 
textile competition, and inter-fiber competition, than im- 
port competition.’’ Substantially the same point was made 
by a Senate Commerce subcommittee, headed by Sen. John 
O, Pastore (D R.I.), in a report (S Rept 42) Jan. 29, 1959. 
But that report recommended both a countervailing fee 
(to offset the two-price system) and fixed quotas on cotton 
textile imports, Congressional pressure for both reme- 
dies may be expected to grow. 
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Alabama 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 
Georgia 
Louisiana 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
New Mexico 
N. Carolina 
Oklahoma 
S. Carolina 
Tennessee 
Texas 

All others 


TOTAL U.S. 


Cotton Production 


1947-56 

average 
884 
687 
1,458 
1,348 
681 
639 
1,759 
399 
269 
44] 
374 
628 
583 
3,937 
49 


14 1 36 


1957 


530 
763 
981 
1,537 
396 
348 
1,081 
179 
236 
231 
263 
344 
415 
3,632 
28 


10,964 


1958 
439 
734 


925 


Cotton Disappearance 


U.S, Pro- 
duction SL 
10,014 
15,148 
15,139 
16,465 
13,697 
14,721 
13,310 
10,964 
th StZ 


Years 
1951 
1952 
1953 
1954 
1955 
1956 
1957 
1958 
1959 


Year 
1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 

1952 
1953 
1954 
1955 
1956 
1957 
1958 
1959 


ING RESSIONAL QUARTERLY INC 


n whole 


port excep! by editorc 


Mill Con- 


imption 


10,509 
9,196 
9,461 
8,570 
8,841 
9,210 
8,608 
7,999 
9 010 


Net Ex- 


ports 


4,108 
5,515 
3,048 
3,760 
3,445 
2,214 
7,598 

717 


789 


N UI 


Cotton Imports 


Cloth, Yarn 


ents 


: 
and 


Thread 


16.5 
10,2 


ai 


oO 
x 
Jim O bh 


End 


Products 


16.3 
8 


56.- 
40, 


ii Wo 


J 
1 + 


Week ending April 1, 1960 -- PAGI 


1959 est. 


10 ds 
Oulu 


1a 


4 
J 


5.605 
11,205 
14,529 
11,323 

8.737 


8,908 


Total 


Ww 


nw & Yi 


QO) R 


100.9 


218.6 
190.2 
216.6 
318.7 


591 








Committee Roundup 








WORLD COURT 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Foreign Relations. 

ACTION -- March 29 voted, 9-8, to postpone indefi- 
nitely Committee action ona resolution (S Res 94) repeal- 
ing the 1946 Connally Amendment, by which the United 
States reserved to itself the right to decide whether cer- 
tain international disputes were primarily domestic in 
nature and therefore not subject to the jurisdiction of the 
International Court of Justice, 

Voting fer the motion to postpone Committee consid - 
eration of S Res 94 were Sens. Bourke B. Hickenlooper 
(R lowa) who introduced the motion, John J. Sparkman (D 
Ala.), Mike Mansfield (D Mont.), Russell B, Long (D La.), 
Frank J. Lausche (D Ohio), Alexander Wiley (R Wis.), 
Homer E, Capehart (R Ind.), Frank Carlson (R Kan.) and 
John J. Williams (RDel.), Voting against the motion were 
Committee Chairman J.W. Fulbright (D Ark.) and Sens. 
George D, Aiken (R Vt.), Wayne Morse (D Ore.), Albert 
Gore (D Tenn.), Frank Church (D Idaho), Theodore Francis 
Green (D R,I.), Hubert H, Humphrey (D Minn.) and John 
F, Kennedy (D Mass.). (Weekly Report p. 439) 

After the vote, Fulbright said he would not be sur- 
prised if the Committee voted again on S Res 94 before 
Congress adjourned, but had no specificdateinmind. He 
said the ‘‘whole matter is highly controversial and I think 
the vote reflects the state of the country.’’ He said the 
civil rights battle contributed to the Committee vote be- 
cause ‘‘people are a little reluctant to get into another 
highly emotional issue.’ 


AID TO EDUCATION 


COMMITTEE -- House Education and Labor. 

ACTION -- March 25 reported an amended bill (HR 
10128 -- H Rept 1426) to provide a $325 million-a-year 
program for three years in federal grants to the states 
for school construction, (For provisions, see Weekly 
Report p. 462) 

The report said the bill would provide for about 
25,000 classrooms and that through its provision for 
federal-state matching funds in the second and third 
years the states should be encouraged to finance the cost 
of another 15,000 to 16,000 classrooms, The Committee 
said testimony at 1959 hearings on school construction 
proposals showed that ‘‘states and school districts are 
making great sacrifices in order to construct adequate 
school facilities.’’ Despite the effort, the report said, the 
school systems were short 140,500 classrooms at the start 
of the 1958 fall term, according to data from the Depart- 
ment of Health, Education and Welfare, The report said 
although 62,700 rooms were scheduled for completion in 
1959-60, states estimated 41,000 rooms would be needed 
by the fall of 1960 just to provide for the annual enroll- 
ment increase of 1.2 million pupils, and another 17,000 
rooms would be needed for replacements, ‘‘leaving but 
3,700 classrooms to be applied against the backlog’’. 

Minority views, which termed the bill ‘‘seriously 
defective’’, were signed by all but three Republican Com- 
mittee members -- Reps. Clare E. Hoffman (Mich.), 
Peter Frelinghuysen Jr. (N.J.) and Joe Holt (Calif.). 


Frelinghuysen voted for the bill and Holt submitted sep- 
arate opposing views calling for thorough examination of 
all education legislation before acting on HR 10128. The 
minority report said ‘‘all sorts of backlog figures have 
been bandied around’’ but that an accurate analysis of 
the backlog “‘would reveal that a very considerable vol- 
ume’’ of it was either unavoidable or temporary and had 
“‘no direct bearing on the issue of federal aid’’. The 
report said ‘‘the real core of the problem’’ was that 
‘‘most of our states, while appropriating state funds for 
operating our schools, have not used the broader tax base 
of the state for school-construction purposes’’. 

GOP Reps. Edgar W. Hiestand (Calif.) and Charles 
E, Goodell (N.Y.) submitted additional individual views. 
Hiestand said the bill had a ‘‘fatal weakness of distribut- 
ing these tax moneys without regard to need.’’ Goodell 
said the most acute state and local education problem was 
to find adequate sources of tax revenue and that the Gov- 
ernment should release federal taxes to the states. 


CHICAGO WATER DIVERSION 

COMMITTEE -- Senate Foreign Relations. 

ACTION -- March 30 by a6-6 vote rejected a motion 
to kill a proposal for Committee hearings ona bill (HR 1) 
permitting Chicago to divert additional Lake Michigan 
water into the Illinois Waterway in a test effort to solve 
the city’s sewage problems, The tie vote rejected a mo- 
tion by Sen, Alexander Wiley (R Wis.) totable Sen. Wayne 
Morse’s (D Ore.) motion to refer HR 1 to a subcommittee 
for hearings. The meeting adjourned while the Morse 
motion was pending; no decision was made on whether 
the Committee would act on HR 1 at the next meeting, 
April 5. (Weekly Report p. 326) 


ANTI-GERRYMANDER BILL 


The House Judiciary Committee March 29 began con- 
sideration of HR 73, an anti-gerrymander bill introduced 
by Judiciary Chairman Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.) and ap- 
proved March 23 by Judiciary Subcommittee No. 2. (1959 
Weekly Report p. 900), 

In anticipation of the 1961 redistricting, the Celler 
bill would: 

® Forbid election of Representatives-at-large, except 
in states entitled only to one Representative. 

@® Require each district established in the future to 
‘“‘be composed of contiguous territory, in as compact a 
form as practicable.”’ 

® Forbid any district’s population varying more than 
20 percent from the average per district population of 
the state. 

@ Allow a citizen of the state to sue in federal district 
court for judicial enforcement of these standards. 


PRESIDENTIAL NOMINATION 


The President sent the following nomination to the 
Senate for confirmation: 

Edward K, Mills Jr., of New Jersey, a Republican, 
as a Federal Communications Commissioner for the re- 
mainder of the term expiring June 30, 1961; March 24, 
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LABOR REPORT 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Select Committee on Im- 
proper Activities in the Labor or Management Field. 

ACTION -- March 28 filed Part III of a final report 
(S Rept 1139) on the Committee’s 1958-59 hearings. 
(For Part II, see Weekly Report p. 460) 

The third part of the report covered the criminal 
syndicate, Teamsters Union President James R. Hoffa 
and Joseph P. Glimco, president of Teamsters Local 777, 
Chicago. Republican Committee members concurred in 
the findings but opposed a recommendation by Sen. John 
F, Kennedy (D Mass.) for a National Crime Commission. 
(See criminal syndicate findings) 

The various findings: 


@® CRIMINAL SYNDICATE -- The Committee said the 
“‘gangland meeting’’ at Apalachin, N.Y., in 1957 was 
“‘symptomatic of the growing power of the American 
underworld.’’ It said ‘‘such Apalachin figures as Vito 
Genovese, Mike Miranda, and Russel Bufalino paraded 
the underworld’s contempt for the Government and its 
institutions in their silent testimony before the Com- 
mittee.’’ It recommended an immediate Congressional 
study ‘“‘looking toward the most feasible method of coping 
with this menace,”’ 

Kennedy, in separate views, said hearings had 
demonstrated ‘“‘beyond a doubt that local law enforcement 
officers...were incapable of dealing with this enemy,”’ 
and proposed a National Crime Commission as a federal 
‘intelligence gathering agency’’ for surveillance of top 
criminal leaders and dissemination of information to 
enforcement agencies. He called for a Senate study of 
the proposal. Other Democratic members -- Chairman 
John L., McClellan (Ark.), Sam J. Ervin Jr. (N.C.) and 
Frank Church (Idaho) -- concurred in the recommenda- 
tion and also endorsed an additional proposal by McClel- 
lan that the Commission be given permanent status, 
power of subpena, authority to hold hearings and make 
recommendations to Congress and the Justice Depart- 
ment. 

Republican Members -- Sens. Karl E. Mundt (S.D.), 
vice chairman, Barry Goldwater (Ariz.), Carl T, Curtis 
(Neb.) and Homer E, Capehart (Ind.) -- said such an 
agency would impede existing programs of the Justice 
Department and Federal Bureau of Investigation, be ‘‘a 
short step’’ from a national police force, and fall prey 
to “‘individuals motivated by revenge or other corrupt 
motives.’’ They recommended that the Senate Govern- 
ment Operations Permanent Investigations Subcommittee 
be empowered to investigate criminal activities when 
such inquiries “‘might serve a legislative purpose’’. 

@ JAMES R, HOFFA -- The Committee said it had 
found in 1959 testimony ‘“‘instance after instance of un- 
conscionable betrayal of his own members”’ by Hoffa 
and that, ‘‘from this point on, the fate and future of 
James R, Hoffa rest with the Executive and Judicial 
Branches of the Government, the monitors, and inevitably 
with his own members.’’ The report said Hoffa ‘‘does 
not now have, nor has he ever had, any intention of moving 
against his racketeer friends,’’ and that the antiracketeer- 
ing commission he created in 1958 was ‘‘nothing more 
than an expensive window dressing.’’ The report attri- 
buted Hoffa’s rise to union power to ‘‘a remarkable 
ability to concentrate negotiating power and control over 
contracts into the hands of himself and a selected clique 
subservient to his will.’’ 


Committee Roundup - 2 


The report reviewed various Hoffa-union transac- 
tions and among its findings were: Benjamin Dranow was 
“‘the central figure and clearly the emissary of Hoffa’’ in 
various complex financial deals; Teamsters Local 805in 
New York was dominated by Abe Gordon, intimate Hoffa 
associate, who ‘‘managed to extract more than $225,000 
in ‘commissions’ and unverified expenses’’ from the 
local’s welfare fund in about nine years; in the Los 
Angeles area, where the union generally had an excellent 
reputation, Hoffa aligned himself withthe three particular 
officials shown through Committee hearings to be cor- 
rupt; Hoffa extended special deals to employers with 
whom he had special business or social ties, and cases 
in point were his relationship with Carney Matheson, 
chief negotiator for employers in the Central States Con- 
ference, and with Riss & Co, of North Kansas City, Mo., 
and Trans-American Freight Lines -- where he allowed 
the companies to pay drivers a flat added rate instead of 
premium wages, despite rank and file protests; Hoffa 
made substantially lower contract offers, without any 
express authority, to employer representatives with the 
obvious purpose of undermining the strength of union 
officials known to be opposed to him 

@ JOSEPH P. GLIMCO -- The report said Glimco, 
president of the Teamsters’ Taxicab Drivers, Mainten- 
ance & Garage Helpers, Local 777, Chicago, was ‘‘a 
common thug and criminal who gained control of this 
union by violence.’’ It said he ‘‘ruthlessly stifled any 
opposition by the membership, while he ransacked the 
union treasury.’’ The Committee also found that the 
local’s officers, trustees and executive board members 
were “‘of similar ilk -- parasites of organized labor -- 
who worked hand in glove with Glimco in exploiting the 
hard-working members of Local 777.”’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- March 24 -- The 
Senate approved a resolution (S Res 265) authorizing the 
Labor and Public Welfare Committee to employ 15 addi- 
tional staff members, through Jan. 31, 1961, for adminis- 
tration of the Labor-Management Reporting and Disclos- 
ure Act of 1959. 

March 29 -- Hoffa said the report was a “‘rehash of 
hate from the anti-labor forces in America.”’ 

March 30 -- The Senate Rules and Administration 
Committee reported,by a 5-3 vote, a resolution (S Res 
294 -- S Rept 1207) authorizing continuance ofthe Senate 
Select Committee on Improper Activities in the Labor 
or Management Field until June 31, 1961, and $100,000 
for its operation. The Committee was scheduled to ex- 
pire March 31, and Chairman John L, McClellan (D 
Ark.) offered the continuing resolution, 

AFL-CIO President George Meany, in telegrams 
to all Senators, urged them to oppose continuing the Com - 
mittee because it ‘‘has become more and morea sounding 
board for reactionary anti-union elements.”’ 


SHACKLETTE JOB 


The House Public Works Special Subcommittee on the 
Federal-Aid Highway Program March 31 confirmed an 
Associated Press report that Baron I, Shacklette had 
been working for the Subcommittee since March I| as an 
investigator. Shacklette July 7, 1958 resigned from the 
House Interstate and Foreign Commerce Legislative 
Oversight Subcommittee after members of the staff of 
Bernard Goldfine found Shacklette and Jack Anderson 
with a hidden microphone receiver in a hotel room ad- 
joining one occupied by Jack Lotto, Goldfine’s press 
agent, (1958 Almanac p. 696) 
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Committee Roundup - 3 


COMMITTEE ISSUES UNEMPLOYMENT RECOMMENDATIONS 


A broad attack on the causes and consequences of 
unemployment was recommended March 30 in the final 
report (S Rept 1206) of the Senate’s Special Committee 
on Unemployment Problems. The nine-member panel, 
headed by Sen. Eugene J. McCarthy (D Minn.), was 
created Sept. 12, 1959 on the initiative of Senate Majority 
Leader Lyndon B. Johnson (D Texas), Its report followed 
27 days of hearings in 12 states. (For background, see 
Weekly Report p. 25.) 

In minority views, the Committee’s three Republican 
members -- Sens. John Sherman Cooper (Ky.), Winston 
L. Prouty (Vt.), and Hugh Scott (Pa.) -- presented their 
own program ‘‘because we differ in several respects 
from the majority.’’ Their proposals, however, revealed 
a large measure of agreement with the majority, com- 
posed of Sens. McCarthy, Pat McNamara (Mich.), Joseph 
S. Clark (Pa.), Jennings Randolph (W.Va.), Vance Hartke 
(Ind.), and Gale W. McGee (Wyo.). 

Data compiled by the Committee showed that the 
rate of unemployment after each of the three post-war 
recessions was higher than it had been before the reces- 
sion. A major cause, the report said, was technological 
progress. Although industrial production advanced 53 
percent from 1948 to 1959, factory production workers 
decreased from 12.7 to 12.2 million. Employment in the 
railroad, coal and automobile industries was particularly 
affected by the effects of automation and changing tech- 
nology. Large numbers of farm workers were likewise 
displaced by improvements in agricultural productivity. 

Looking ahead, the Committee noted that, while the 
country’s total population was expected to rise by 19 
percent between 1960 and 1970, a 46 percent increase 
was forecast in the number of persons under 25 years of 
age -~ from less than 14 milliontomore than 20 million. 
Unemployment among this age group had amounted to more 
than twice the rate for all ages over the past 10 years; 
coupled with the continued impact of automation, this 
bulge in the number of younger job-seekers could lead 
to additional unemployment, the Committee concluded. 


Recommendations 


Both Democratic and Republican members agreed on 
the need for measures to alleviate hardships arising 
from chronic unemployment, to ease the impact of future 
unemployment and to overcome some ofthe causes of un- 
employment. The majority laid great stress on the im- 
portance of raising the Nation’s rate of economic growth 
-- an issue on which Democrats and Republicans have 
taken conflicting positions for some time. For the rest, 
however, the proposals of the two groups differed more 
in degree than in kind. (Weekly Report p. 172, 365) 

@ Distressed Areas: Both groups assigned priority to 
enactment of a program of federal assistance to areas 
in the country suffering from chronic unemployment. 
[he majority endorsed by implication the termsofS 722, 
a $390-million package of loans and grants passed by the 
Senate in 1959, The minority called for a more limited 
program, but also proposed that the Federal Government 
be directed to locate new installations, civilian as well 
as military, in labor surplus areas. (For background 
on S 722, see Weekly Report p. 26. Rep. Howard W, 
Smith (D Va.), chairman of the House Rules Committee, 
said March 30 he would hold hearings on the bill 
“‘shortly’’.) 
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@ Unemployment Insurance: The majority called for 
improvements in the state-administered unemployment 
compensation system, along the lines of a bill (S 791) in- 
troduced by Sen. John F, Kennedy (D Mass.). This would 
provide national standards for the first time, including 
payment of benefits for 39 weeks. Supplementary benefits 
for another 13 weeks were also recommended, The 
minority also endorsed a system of supplementary bene- 
fits. But it rejected the notion of national standards, long 
opposed by President Eisenhower as a violation of states 
rights, and called instead for enactment of the Adminis- 
tration’s proposals for expanded coverage. 

@ Public Assistance: The Federal Government dis- 
tributed almost $2 billion to the states in fiscal 1959 in 
matching grants for assistance to the aged, dependent 
children, disabled, and the blind. Nofunds were provided, 
however, for general public assistance, on which unem- 
ployed persons who have exhausted their benefits or who 
are ineligible for benefits may be dependent. Both the 
majority and minority endorsed the recommendation of 
the Advisory Council on Public Assistance that federal 
grants-in-aid be extended to the general assistance field. 
(Weekly Report p. 43.) 

@ Discrimination: Both majority and minority stressed 
the relatively greater impact of unemployment on certain 
groups, including Negroes and older workers, and pro- 
posed steps to discourage discrimination in hiring poli- 
cies. The majority called for establishment of a federal 
agency ‘‘to combat discrimination and promote fair em- 
ployment practices,’’ and recommended enactment of 
legislation proposed by the Subcommittee on Problems 
of the Aged and Aging. Theminority asked that a similar 
subcommittee study racial patterns in employment. 
(Weekly Report p, 241) 

@ Foreign Competition: Both groups endorsed so- 
called ‘‘trade adjustment”’ legislation to provide assist- 
ance to workers unemployed by reason of competition 
from imports. In the absence of such a program, the 
minority said, Congress should consider ‘‘developing 
some form of protection that will narrow wide discre- 
pancies between our high wage levels and the low wage 
levels of other industrialized countries.’’ Cooper, who 
once served as Ambassador to India, disagreed with this 
proposal. 

Both groups were in essential agreement on various 
steps aimed at improving employment opportunities, such 
as additional funds for the U.S. Employment Service, 
expanded vocational training and guidance programs and 
the provision of retraining assistance for older workers 
displaced by technological changes. As for the cost of 
the various proposals, the majority said only that it 
‘‘will be much less than the cost of continuing high levels 
of unemployment, and will represent a small fraction 
of the gains in production, in gross national product, 
and in tax yield.’’ The minority didn’t mention cost. 

Nor did the minority comment on one of the ma- 
jority’s recommendations long discussed by Demo- 
cratic liberals. This was the proposal for enactment 
of a series of standby measures to take effect auto- 
matically at the beginning of a recession, to stimulate 
economic activity through construction of housing and 
public works. No other proposal of the McCarthy 
Committee appeared less likely to emerge from the 
86th Congress. 
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COLLEGE CONSTRUCTION AID 


The House Education and Labor Special Education 
Subcommittee March 23-25 held three more days of hear- 
ings on a bill (HR 4267) to provide federal aid for con- 
struction of college facilities. (Weekly Report p. 499) 
Highlights of testimony: 

March 24 -- U.S. Commissioner of Education Law- 
rence G, Derthick said unless new college classrooms 
were built, hundreds of qualified young people would be 
denied an education. He said it was ‘‘both appropriate 
and necessary’’ for the Federal Government to help 
colleges build the necessary facilities. 

Everett Case, American Council on Education, said 
federal loans would help relieve needs but that outright 
grants might be necessary in some cases. 


MIGRANT FARM LABOR 


COMMITTEE -- House Agriculture, Equipment, 
Supplies and Manpower Subcommittee. 

HELD HEARINGS -- On bills (HR 9871, 9875, 11211) 
to regulate domestic migratory farm workers and the 
Mexican ‘‘braceros’’ who enter the country each year 
for seasonal farm work. (For background, see Weekly 
Report p. 409) 

The first two bills, HR 9871 and 9875, provided that 
the Secretary of Agriculture share authority with the 
Secretary of Labor to settle labor disputes involving both 
domestic migrants and Mexican nationals, and that the 
legislation permitting the bracero program (PL 82-78) 
be extended for two years beyond its expiration date of 
June 30, 1961. In addition, HR 9875 specifically denied 
any authority tothe Labor Secretary to regulate the wages, 
hours or working conditions of domestic farm workers, 

Passage of either of these two bills would have the 
effect of nullifying a regulation issued Nov. 20, 1959 by 
Labor Secretary James P,. Mitchell. The regulation, 
which went into effect Dec. 30, 1959, required farm em- 
ployers using the U.S. Employment Service to recruit 
labor to observe certain wage, housing and transportation 
standards for migrants. Mitchell’s authority to apply 
USES standards to migrants was challenged by farm or- 
ganizations, by the Agriculture Department and by the 
House Agriculture Committee. It was upheld, however, 
by the Justice Department. 

The third measure under consideration, HR 11211, 
provided for repeal of the bracero program by 1966 and 
would give the Labor Secretary complete authority over 
migrants’ working conditions, both domestic and Mexican. 

TESTIMONY -- March 22 -- Matt Triggs, American 
Farm Bureau Federation, said the Labor Department 
order setting wage standards for migrants would hurt the 
small farmer. Operators of large farms could switch 
to labor-saving machinery to avoid paying higher wage 
rates, he said, but small farmers could not afford to. 

Spokesmen for the National Council of Farmer Co- 
operatives and the National Farm Labor Users Commit- 
tee and several individual farm operators joined Triggs 
in support of HR 9871 and HR 9875. 

March 23 -- H.R, Adams, Agricultural Council of 
Arkansas, called for extension of PL 78. 

March 24 -- The National Grange, represented by 
Fred Bailey, said Labor Secretary Mitchell had exceeded 
his authority when he set standards for migrant workers. 
He also recommended extension of the bracero program. 

Andrew Biemiller, legislative director of the AFL- 
CIO, supported HR 11211. 


Committee Roundup - 4 


March 25 -- A spokesman for the National Council of 
Churches of Christ in the U.S.A. called for an immediate 
end to the practice of importing Mexican braceros. 

J. Banks Young of the National Cotton Council said 
Mexican workers were necessary in the cotton belt. 

March 31 -- Clarence Miller and Newell Brown, as- 
sistant secretaries of Agriculture and Labor, respect- 
ively, said the Administration would not support any farm 
labor legislation this year. Brown said the Labor Depart- 
ment’s plan to support minimum wage legislation for mi- 
grants also had been put off. Miller said Agriculture 
Secretary Ezra Taft Benson was opposed to the two bills 
to give him joint authority with the Secretary of Labor 
over migrants. 


DEFENSE PLANS 


The Air Force March 25 announced a major shift in 
its air defense plans, involving a reallocation of more 
than $500 million in fiscal 1960 and 1961 funds. The an- 
nouncement followed disclosure of the proposed changes 
by Gen. Thomas D, White, Air Force Chief of Staff, in 
testimony March 24 before the House Defense A ppropria- 
tions Subcommittee. Their net effect would be to deem- 
phasize preparations for defense against an attack by 
enemy bombers while speeding up measures to deter 
an attack by ballistic missiles. 

Principal features of the Air Force plan included a 
sharp cutback in the Bomarc missile and SAGE intercep- 
tor control programs, both designed to cope with a bom- 
ber attack; a speedup in construction of the ballistic mis- 
sile early warning system and in‘ievelopment of the Midas 
missile-detection satellite; and an expansion of the Atlas 
ballistic missile program, The latter reportedly called 
for increasing, from 10 to 13, the number of missiles 
deployed in ‘six of the 13 Atlas squadrons scheduled to be 
activated by 1962. The decision to expand the Atlas pro- 
gram, whether intentionally so or not, was responsive to 
Democratic criticism of the Administration’s approach to 
the ‘‘missile gap’’ issue. (Weekly Report p. 460) 


TEAMSTER MONITORS 


Federal District Judge F, Dickinson Letts March 30 
ordered Lawrence T. Smith removed ‘‘as of today’’ from 
the Teamsters Union board of monitors where he repre- 
sented rank and file members. Letts’ office said Smith 
was asked to resign March 29 but sent word he would not. 
He recently had been voting against the monitors’ chair- 
man, Martin F, O’Donoghue, and in a March 30 statement 
Smith said O’Donoghue appeared to be ‘‘too much in a 
hurry to proceed effectively,’’ and that he would appeal 
Letts’ order. Smith reportedly recently also was in disa- 
greement with Godfrey P. Schmidt, his predecessor on the 
board and until last week attorney for the rank and file 
group who in 1957 initiated the action to oust James R., 
Hoffa from the union presidency. 

The group March 26 dropped him on grounds he was 
too preoccupied with ‘‘getting Hoffa’’ and was ignoring 
other complaints. The monitors’ union representative, 
Daniel B, Maher several weeks ago indicated he planned 
to resign and Hoffa March 24 said he would nominate as 
his successor William E, Bufalino, president of Local 985 
in Detroit. Bufalino figured in 1959 Senate hearings on 
coin machine rackets. Maher March 28 submitted his 
resignation to Letts, but its acceptance hinged on approval 
of a replacement. (1959 Almanac p. 739) 
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Committee Roundup - 5 


REGULATORY AGENCY CODE 


COMMITTEE -- House Interstate and ForeignCom- 
merce, 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On bills (HR 4800, 6774) 
to curb improper influence and conduct in the federal 
regulatory agencies, (Weekly Report p. 498) Testimony: 

March 25 -- Warren E, Baker, Federal Communica- 
tions Bar Assn., said his group favored HR 6774, curbing 
ex parte communications in quasi-judicial matters before 
the regulatory agencies. He said HR 4800 took in rule- 
making procedures as well and was sobroad that it might 
cover innocent acts. 

March 29 --ChanGurney, vice chairman, Civil Aero- 
nautics Board, said he ‘‘vehemently’’ disagreed with a 
1959 statement by former CAB member Louis J. Hector 
that CAB practices made an ‘‘ideal breeding ground for... 
improper influence’’, (Weekly Report p. 428) 

March 30 -- Edward N, Gadsby, chairman, Securities 
and Exchange Commission, said his agency had operated 
with strict impartiality, and any new legislation should 
not be such as to create unnecessary hardships or inter- 
fere with the efficient functioning. 

March 31 -- Earl W. Kintner, chairman, Federal 
Trade Commission, said both HR 4800 and 6774 contained 
a number of ‘‘objectionable features’’. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- March 23 -- Com- 
mittee Chairman Oren Harris (D Ark.) introduced two 
bills (HR 11340, 11341) to license national radio and 
television networks, regulate the use of ‘‘payoffs’’ and 
‘‘swapoffs’’ between applicants for broadcasting licenses, 
and bar radio and television practices designed todeceive 
the public. 

March 24 -- Members of the Committee’s Legislative 
Oversight Subcommittee said hearings would be held later 
in the session on off-the-record discussions in October 
1959 between members of the Federal Power Commission 
and former New Deal ‘“‘braintruster’’ Thomas G, (Tommy 
the Cork) Corcoran, lawyer representing a natural gas 
transmission firm, FPC Chairman Jerome K, Kuykendall 
told the Subcommittee March 23 he had talked with a Mid- 
western Gas Transmission Co, spokesman (later identi- 
fied as Corcoran) just before the FPC madea rate decis- 
ion helpful to the firm. (Weekly Report p. 498) 

FTC officials said their monitoring staff was check- 
ing 15 magazines and 20 to 25 newspapers each week and 
watching television commercials in a new program tode- 
tect unfair and illegal advertising. The FTC said differ- 
ent periodicals were read each week, and the spot checks 
were aimed primarily at national advertising campaigns. 

The National Assn, of Broadcasters, National Broad- 
casting Co, and Columbia Broadcasting System protested 
a March 17 Federal Communications Commission direc- 
tive to stations to tell listeners whenever they used do- 
nated records or mentioned or showed commercial prod- 
ucts in return for a ‘‘valuable consideration’’. The FCC 
said the ruling, aimed at ‘‘sneaky commercials’’, was an 
extension of previous directives but the broadcasters said 
it was substantive and hearings should have been held 
before the directive was issued. 

March 28 -- Rep. Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.) introduced 
two bills (HR 11397, 11398) to make payola a crime and 
strengthen FCC licensing pocedures. 

March 30 -- The Legislative Oversight Subcommittee 
said disc jockey Dick Clark and 20 or30 others from the 
Philadelphia area had been ordered to appear at payola 
hearings beginning April 21. 


REFUGEE IMMIGRATION 


COMMITTEE -- House Judiciary. 

ACTION -- March 29 reported an amended bill (H J 
Res 397 - H Rept 1433) authorizing resettlement in the 
United States of refugees under the mandate of the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees. 

Since the end of World War II, the report said, over 
2 million refugees had been resettled, of whom 711,212 
had been admitted to the United States under various 
programs, 

The bill set up a plan whereby the United States 
would admit a percentage of refugees now in Western 
Europe. Under the program, the Secretary of State would 
report to the Attorney General on January1 and July 1 of 
each year the number of refugees from Western Europe 
admitted for resettlement by the rest of the world during 
the preceding six months. The Attorney General then 
could admit on parole 25 percent of that number during 
the following six months. Chairman Francis E, Walter 
(D Pa.) of the Immigration and Nationality Subcommittee 
estimated the number of refugees in Western Europe at 
27,500. 

To qualify, a person would have to bea non-resident 
of the country from which he applied, who had fled per- 
secution in a Communist or Communist dominated area, 
or who had fled the Middle East and could not return for 
fear of racial, religious or political persecution. The 
program, which would terminate on July 1, 1962, would 
permit a refugee resettled in the United States to apply 
for a permanent residence status after two years. (For 
Administration proposals, see Weekly Report p. 471) 


MUTUAL SECURITY PROGRAM 


The House Foreign Affairs Committee March 31 com- 
pleted all major actions in executive markup of the fiscal 
1961 mutual security authorization, scheduling final 
action for April 4. Major Committee decisions: 

Against the President’s request for $4,175,000,000, 
the Committee authorized $4,038,500,000 -- a cut of $136.5 
million, distributed as follows: $12.5 million was cut from 
the President’s $268 million request for special assist- 
ance funds; $75 million was cut from the President’s $175 
million request for contingency funds; and $49 million 
was cut from his $724 million request for defense sup- 
port. A special provision specified that no cut made in 
special assistance funds should be applied against a $20 
million special assistance program for African education, 
(Weekly Report p. 252, 502) 

Other provisions introduced language tightening lend- 
ing criteria for the Development Loan Fund; expressed the 
sense of Congress that Arab nations should not use U.S. 
aid to buy arms as long as the U.S, did not furnish 
arms to Israel; affirmed a policy of encouraging small 
and diversified agriculture in recipient countries; and 
cut off further aid to Cuba unless the President determ- 
ined that such assistance was “‘inthe national and hemis- 
pheric interest’’. The Cuba provision affected about 
$350,000 in technical assistance funds still in the aid 
pipeline. 

Chairman Thomas E, Morgan (D Pa.) said the Cuba 
provision would ‘‘give the President flexibility and put 
him in a stronger bargaining position in this difficult 
situation.’’ Rep. Wayne L. Hays (D Ohio) who introduced 
the provision, said it ‘‘puts the blame, if there is any, 
right where it belongs, on the President.’’ 
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SOCIAL SECURITY 


The House Ways and Means Committee, continuing 
executive sessions on a 1960 Social Security bill; March 
31 voted against including the Forand bill (HR 4700) pro- 
visions for federal health benefits for Social Security Old 
Age and Survivors Insurance recipients. (Weekly Report 
p. 498) Developments as the sessions progressed: 

March 24 -- Sen. Pat McNamara (D Mich.) said 
Health, Education and Welfare Secretary Arthur S, Flem- 
ming had been ‘“‘bullied’’ by the Administration into 
dropping a medical assistance program for the elderly. 

March 25 -- American Medical Assn. President- 
elect Dr. E. Vincent Askey said the AMA would increase 
free treatments of patients a hundred fold rather than 
have the Government institute any health insurance plan, 

March 26 -- Senate Republican Leader Everett Mc- 
Kinley Dirksen (Ill.) said it was ‘‘questionable’’ whether 
Administration studies of the old-age health insurance 
problem ‘‘could be consummated before the end of the 
present session’’ of Congress. 

Republican Senators John Sherman Cooper (Ky.), 
Jacob K. Javits (N.Y.) and Hugh Scott (Pa.) said they were 
drafting a plan for a voluntary program of medical insur- 
ance for the aged involving federal matching grants to the 
states, financed out of general revenues. 

March 27 -- Democratic Presidential hopefuls Sens. 
John F, Kennedy (Mass.), Hubert H. Humphrey (Minn.) 
and Stuart Symington (Mo.) supported the Forand bill. 

In a radio interview, Flemming said he was confident 
the Administration would come up with a proposal this 
year for old-age medical insurance. He said it was an 
issue that ‘‘cannot be swept under the rug.’’ He said he 
would move shortly to call in experts for advice. 

March 29 -- The Ways and Means Committee ten- 
tatively voted, 11-9, to extend Social Security protection 
to some doctors, policemen, firemen and other persons. 

March 30 -- President Eisenhower said at his news 
conference there was ‘‘not a single state that has a pro- 
gram in this field’’ and the Administration was ‘‘trying 
to develop a program that will show exactly where the... 
federal responsibility...should begin, and where it should 
end.’’ He said compulsory health insurance wasa ‘‘very 
definite step in socialized medicine’’ and ‘‘I don’t want 
any of it.’’ (For text, see p. 586) 

The Ways and Means Committee voted tentatively to 
extend Social Security coverage to about a million persons 
receiving a basic salary plus tips and to remove the age 50 
limitation on payment of disability insurance benefits. 

March 31 -- The Ways and Means Committee by a 17- 
8 vote, with 10 Republicans and seven Democrats joined 
in opposition, refused to include the Forand bill in its 
general plan for revising the Social Security Act. By a 
16-9 vote, the Committee rejected a compromise plan for 
hospitalization only. 


CREDIT CHARGES 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Banking and Currency, Pro- 
duction and Stabilization Subcommittee. 

BEGAN HEARINGS -- On a bill (S 2755) requiring 
merchants and money lenders to provide potential custom - 
ers with full knowledge of finance charges in advance of 
installment purchases. 

In opening the hearings, Subcommittee Chairman 
Paul H. Douglas (D IIl.), author of the so-called truth- 
in-lending bill, said the past decade had seen personal 
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debt in the U.S, increase 160 percent. By the end of 
1960, he said, personal debt would be about $200 million. 

Douglas said the purpose of S 2755, co-sponsored 
by 16 other Democrats and one Republican, Prescott 
Bush (R Conn.), was not to regulate the level of finance 
charges, but to make it possible for the consumer to 
know what various rates and charges came to before 
purchases were made, As introduced by Douglas Jan, 
7, the truth-in-lending bill would require businessmen 
extending credit to furnish borrowers and buyers with 
a written statement showing the total amount of finance 
charges on any transaction requiring future payments and 
the true annual interest rate on the unpaid principal. 

The bill would charge the Federal Reserve Board 
with drawing up rules and regulations for implementing 
and enforcing the lending provisions. 

TESTIMONY -- March 23 -- Victor Nyborg, presi- 
dent of the Assn. of Better Business Bureaus Inc., nei- 
ther supported nor opposed the legislation, but said his 
experiences had indicated that persons buying automo- 
biles on time should be apprised of the finance charges 
and insurance cost and coverage in advance. 

March 24 -- Spokesmen for the Navy Federal Credit 
Union endorsed the Douglas bill and suggested adding a 
provision requiring time-payment merchants to disclose 
credit charges in advertising as wellas sales contracts. 


NASA FUNCTIONS 


COMMITTEE -- House Science and Astronautics. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On a bill (HR 9675) con- 
taining Administration proposals to revise the National 
Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958. (Weekly Report p. 
458) Highlights of eight days of testimony between 
March 16-30: 

March 16 -- Lt. Gen. Arthur G. Trudeau, chief of 
the Army’s research division, said it would be impossible 
to divorce successfully the space exploration program 
from the problems of national defense. He said the ad- 
ministrator of the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration should not “‘be on the same administrative 
level with the Secretary of Defense’’ who should be free 
to make the final decision. 

March 24 -- Simon Ramo of Thompson-Ramo- 
Wooldridge Inc. said the recent Pioneer V space shot 
could have been launced a year ago except for the “‘slow 
process of decision-making, organization and arrange- 
ment-making.’’ He said except for the ‘‘ real bottleneck” 
in organization the United States could almost have ‘“‘space 
probes or ICBMs coming out of our ears.”’ 

March 29 -- Lt. Gen. James M. Gavin, former deputy 
chief of Army’s Office of Research and Development, said 
it would be impossible to separate the military from the 
civilian space program, He recommended NASA be given 
over-all responsibility for the space program, from 
which could be drawn military applications, 

March 30 -- Roy W. Johnson, former chief of the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency, said interservice 
rivalry and poor planning had made him doubt the ability 
of the United States ‘‘to win a war five to 10 years from 
now’’. He said a failure on the part of military chiefs to 
grasp the military significance of outer space was one 
reason the U.S, was not developing its potential to build 
an effective satellite system to warn of approaching mis- 
siles. He suggested the Committee concentrate on mili- 
tary efforts in the space race and cease worrying about 
reorganization of the space program, 
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CQ liouse Vote 16. 


(Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote No. 38.) 


House, on 362-10 Roll Call, Passes Labor-HEW Funds Bill 
Carrying $4,180,773,731 in Fiscal 1961 Appropriations 


16. HR 11390, Appropriate $4,180,773,731 ($249 million more than 
the President requested) for the Departments of Labor and 
Health, Education and Welfare and related agencies in fiscal 


1961. 


Passed 362-10 (D 243-4; R 119-6), March 29, 1960. 


The President did not take a position on the bill. (See story 









































p. 561) 
TOTAL ; DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. 16 Vote No | 16 Vote Ne. 16 
| | | | } | \ | | 
Yea 362 Yea |} 243 Yeo 119 
Nay 10 Nay 4 Noy 6 
1 
16 6 16 | - KEY - 
ALABAMA 25 Kasem i HAWAII ¥ Wacol Wein Gan tas 
3 Andrews Y 17 King Y AL Inouye ¥ ‘c. é _ ee 
1 Boykin ? 26 Roosevelt Y IDAHO V aired F m. 
7 Elliott Y 21 Hiestand Y 1 Pfost Y N es weer ee 
< ‘ Record Vote Against (nay 
2 Grant ? 22 Holt ¥ 2 Budge Y X Paired Aasinat. 
9 Huddleston Y 18 Hosmer Y ILLINOIS « fineend Rents 00 Peli Retin 
8 Jones Y 16 Jackson ? 25 Gray Y 9 rns Bae Pait “Prese 1” ( id 
5 Rains Y 24 Lipscomb Y 21 Mack Y - fins ate sonlehose Po! ee 
4 Roberts Y 15 McDonough Y 24 Price Y — ‘ 
6 Selden Y 20 Smith Y 23 Shipley Y 
ALASKA COLORADO 16 Allen ? 
AL Rivers Y 4 Aspinall Y 17 Arends Y 16 
ARIZONA 2 Johnson Y 19 Chiperfield ? 
2 Udall Y 1 Rogers Y 14 Hoffman Y 
l Rhodes Y 3 Chenoweth Y 15 Mason ? IOWA 
ARKANSAS CONNECTICUT 18 Michel ¥ 6 Coad Y 
5 Alford 7 2 Bowles Y 20 Simpson Y 5 Smith " 
1 Gathings Y 1 Daddario Y 22 Springer Y 2 Wolf Y 
4 Harris Y 3 Giaimo Y Chicago-Cook County 3 Gross N | 
2 Mills Y 4 Irwin Y 12 Vacancy 8 Hoeven Y 
6 Norrell ? AL Kowalski ? 1 Dawson ¥ 7 Jensen ? | 
3 Trimble Y 5 Monagan ey 5 Kluczynski Y 4 Kyle 7 
CALIFORNIA DELAWARE 7 Libonati Y 1 Schwengel Y | 
7 Cohelan Y AL McDowell ? 3 Murphy Y KANSAS 
14 Hagen Y FLORIDA 6 O’Brien Y 5 Breeding Y 
2 Johnson Y 2 Bennett Y 2 O’Hara Y 2 George 7 
1] McFall Y 4 Fascell Y 1] Pucinski Y 3 Hargis ? 
1 Miller (C.W.) Y 7 Haley ij 8 Rostenkowski Y 1 Avery Y 
8 Miller (G.P.) ? 5 Herlong Y 9 Yates Y 4 Rees Y 
3 Moss Y 8 Matthews Y 13 Church Y 6 Smith N 
29 Saund Y 6 Rogers Y Collier t KENTUCKY 
5 Shelley ? 3 Sikes Y 4 Derwinski Y 3 Burke Y 
27 Sheppard Y 1 Cramer Y INDIANA 4 Chelf Y 
12 Sisk Y GEORGIA 11 Borr Y 2 Natcher Y 
6 Baldwin Y 8 Blitch ? 3 Brademas Y 7 Perkins Y 
10 Gubser ? 10 Brown Y 8 Denton Y 5 Spence ? 
4 Mailliard Y 5 Davis Y 10 Harmon Y 1 Stubblefield Y 
13 Teague Y 4 Flynt Y 9 Hogan Y 6 Watts Y 
28 Utt Y 3 Forrester Y 1 Madden Y 8 Siler Y 
30 Wilson Y 9 Landrum Y 5 Roush Y LOUISIANA | 
9 Younger Y 7 Mitchell ? 6 Wampler Y 2 Boggs Y 
Los Angeles County 2 Pilcher Y 4 Adair Y 4 Brooks Y 
23 Doyle Y 1 Preston Y 7 Bray Y | 1 Hebert Y 
19 Holifield Y 6 Vinson ? 2 Halleck Y 8 McSween Y 
J 
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CQ House Vote 16. : 























(C: (Corresponding to Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote No. 38.) 
T 
16 16 16 16 
7 
6 Morrison ? NEBRASKA | 7 Lennon ¥ 6 McMillan Y 
5 Passman Y 3 Brock ‘i 5 Scott Y 2 Riley Y 
7 Thompson Y | 4 McGinley ? | 11 Whitener Y 1 Rivers ? 
3 Willis ? | 2 Cunningham ? 10 Jonas Y SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE | 1 Weaver ? | NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGovern Y 
2 Coffin ? NEVADA | AL Burdick ? 2 Berry Y 
1 Oliver Y AL Baring Y | AL Short ? TENNESSEE 
3 Mclntire Y NEW HAMPSHIRE | OHIO 6 Bass Y 
MAR YLAND 2 Bass Y 9 Ashley Y 9 Davis Y 
2 Brewster Y 1 Merrou Y 11 Cook Y 8 Everett Y 
4 Fallon Y NEW JERSEY | 20 Feighan Y 4 Evins Y 
6 Foley ¥ 11 Addonizio ¥ | 18 Hays i 3 Frazier Y 
7 Friedel Y 14 Daniels Y 19 Kirwan Y 5 Loser ? 
3 Garmatz Y 13 Gallagher Y | 17 Levering Y 7 Murray Y 
1 Johnson ¥ 10 Rodino 6g | 10 Moeller Y 2 Baker Y 
5 Lankford Y | 4 Thompson ? | 6 Vacancy 1 Reece Y 
MASSACHUSETTS | 3 Auchincloss Y 21 Vanik Y TEXAS 
2 Boland Y 1 Cabill Y 14 Ayres ? 3 Beckworth Y 
13 Burke Y 8 Canfield 7 13 Baumbart Y 2 Brooks Y 
4 Donohue Y 6 Dwyer ? 8 Betts f 17 Burleson ¥ 
7 Lane Y 5 Frelinghuysen ? 22 Bolton ¥ 22 Casey 7 
8 Macdonald Y | 2 Glenn Y 16 Bow Y 7 Dowdy Y 
12 McCormack Y | 9 Osmers ¥ ) Brown ¥ 21 Fisher Y 
11 O'Neill Y | 12 Wallbauser Y | 12 Devine Y 13 Ikard Y 
3 Philbin Y | 7 Widnall Y | 15 Henderson Y 20 Kilday Y 
6 Bates Y | NEW MEXICO | 2 Hess Y 15 Kilgore Y 
1 Conte Y AL Montoya Y 5 Latta ¥ 19 Mahon Y 
10 Curtis Y AL Morris ? 4 McCulloch ¥ 1 Patman ? 
9 Keith Y | NEW YORK 23 Minshall Y 11 Poage Y 
14 Martin ? | 41 Dulski Y 3 Schenck Y 4 Rayburn 
5 Rogers Y 30 O’Brien Y 1 Scherer ¥ 18 Rogers Y 
MICHIGAN 32 Stratton ¥ OKLAHOMA 16 Rutherford Y 
7 O'Hara Y 27 Barry ? 3 Albert Y 6 Teague Y 
12 Bennett Y 3 Becker Y | 2 Edmondson ¥ 8 Thomas Y 
8 Bentley Y 2 Derounian : | 5 Jarman » 9 Thompson Y 
18 Broomfield Y 26 Dooley 7 | 6 Morris i 10 Thornberry Y 
10 Cederberg Y 33 Kilburn N 4 Steed Y 12 Wright Y 
6 Chamberlain Y 40 Miller ¥ 1 Belcher Y 14 Young Y 
5 Ford Y 39 Ostertag ¥ | OREGON 5 Alger N 
9 Griffin i 42 Pillion Y 3 Green ¥ UTAH 
4 Hoffman N 34 Pirnie Y 4 Porter Y 2 King Y 
3 Johansen N 43 Goodell Y 2 Ullman Y 1 Dixon Y 
11 Knox Y 35 Rieblman 7 1 Norblad Y VERMONT 
2 Meader ? 37 Robison ¥ | PENNSYLVANIA AL Meyer Y 
Detroit-Wayne County 28 St. George Y 25 Clark Y VIRGINIA 
13 Diggs Y 36 Taber ? 21 Dent Y 4 Abbitt N 
15 Dingell Y 31 Taylor ? 11 Flood Y 1 Downing Y 
17 Griffiths Y 1 Wainwright Y 30 Holland ‘i 3 Gary Y 
16 Lesinski Y 38 Weis Y 28 Moorhead Y 2 Hardy Y 
1 Machrowicz Y 29 Wharton ? 26 Morgan ¥ 7 Harrison N 
14 Rabaut Y New York City 10 Prokop Y 9 Jennings Y 
MINNESOTA 8 Anfuso T 19 Quigley Y 8 Smith N 
8 Blatnik ? 24 Buckley ? 14 Rhodes Y 5 Tuck N 
4 Karth Y 11 Celler ? 15 Walter Y 10 Broyhill Y 
6 Marshal! Y 7 Delaney Y 17 Vacancy 6 Poff Y 
3 Wier Y 23 Gilbert Y 29 Corbett Y WASHINGTON 
7 Andersen 4 19 Farbstein Y 8 Curtin Y 7 Magnuson Y 
1 Quie Y 22 Healey ¥ ) Dague Y 5 Horan Y 
5 Judd Y 6 Holtzman ¥ 12 Fenton ¥ 3 Vacancy 
9 Langen Y 10 Kelly Y 27 Fulton Y 4 May Y 
2 Nelsen Y 9 Keogh Y 23 Gavin ? 1 Pelly Y 
MISSISSIPP 13 Multer ¥ 24 Kearns ? 6 Tollefson 2 
1 Abernethy Y 16 Powell ? 13 Lafore ? 2 Westland Y 
6 Colmer Y 14 Rooney Y 7 Milliken ? WEST VIRGINIA 
3 Smith Y 18 Santangelo ¥ 16 Mumma ¥ 3 Bailey Y 
2 Whitten Y 20 Teller y 22 Saylor Y 4 Hechler Y 
4 Williams Y 21 Zelenko ? 18 Vacancy 5 Kee Y 
5 Winstead Y 5 Bosch ¥ 20 Van Zandt Y 6 Slack Y 
MISSOURI 12 Dorn ? Philadelphic 2 Staggers Y 
5 Bolling Y 25 Fino Y 1 Barrett Y 1 Moore Y 
7 Brown Y 4 Halpern Y 3 Byrne Y WISCONSIN 
9 Cannon Y 17 Lindsay Y 2 Granahan Y 1 Flynn Y 
8 Carnahan Y 15 Ray ¥ | 5 Green Y 9 Johnson Y 
4 Randall Y NORTH CAROLINA } 4 Nix ¥ 2 Kastenmeier Y 
6 Hull Y 9 Alexander ? | 6 Toll Y 5 Reuss ? 
10 Jones Y 3 Barden ? | RHODE ISLAND 4 Zablocki Y 
1 Karsten Y 1 Bonner ? 2 Fogarty ¥ 8 Byrnes Y 
11 Moulder Y 4 Cooley Y | 1 Forand ¥ 7 Laird Y 
3 Sullivan Y 6 Durhem Y | SOUTH CAROLINA 10 O’Konski Y 
2 Curtis Y 2 Fountain ¥ | Ashmore Y 6 Van Pelt Y 
MONTANA 12 Vacancy 3 Dorn Y 3 Withrow ? 
2 Anderson ? 8 Kitchin ¥ 5 Hemphill Y WYOMING 
1 Metcalf Y AL Thomson Y 
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CQ Senate Votes 47 through 51. 


No Congressional Record Roll-Cal!l Vote Numbers.) 


Senate Passes Second Supplemental, NASA and D.C. Money 


Bills; Votes on Interior and Commerce Funds Amendments 





























47. HR 10233. Provide $240,089,152 for the fiscal 1961 budget of 50. HR 10401. Fiscal 1961 Interior Department appropriations. 
the District of Columbia, including $28,533,000 in federal Symington-Hennings (both D Mo.) amendment to increase 
payments. Passed 85-0(D 56-0; R 29-0), March 24, 1960. The from $1,650,000 to $4,603,125 the federal contribution to the 
President did not take a position onthe bill, (See story p. 559) Jefferson National Expansion Memorial project in St. Louis 

48. HR 10743. Fiscal 1960 second supplemental appropriations Agreed to 47-37 (D 46-8; R 1-29), March 29, 1960. A ‘nay 
bill, appropriating $995,441,103 for various federal depart- was a vote supporting the President's position. (See story p. 

Pigs set ng : { P 562. For vote on passage of the bill, see RC 53, next chart.) 
ments and agencies. Passed 79-2(D52-2;R 27-0), March 24, 8 
1960. The President did not take a position on the bill. (See 
story p. 563) 51, HR 10234. Fiscal 1961 appropriations for the Commerce 

49. H J Res 261. Fiscal 1960 National Aeronautics and Space Department and related agencies. Williams (R Del.) amend- 
Administration supplemental appropriations, appropriating ment to reduce subsidized ship voyages from 2,400 to 2,225, 
$23 million to NASA and $79,000 to the Joint Atomic Energy at an estimated saving of $20 million. Rejected 28-54 (D 9-46; 
Committee of Congress. Passed 82-0 (D 55-0; R 27-0), R 19-8), March 29, 1960. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting the 
March 24, 1960. The President did not take a position on the President's position. (See story p. 560. For vote on passage 
bill. (See story p. 562) of the bill, see next chart.) 

TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. | 47 | 48 | 49 | 50 | 51 | Votene. = Tete 48 | 49 | 50 | s Vote No | a7 | aI 49 | 50 | 51 
Yeo 85 | 79 | 82 | 47 | 28 55 | 9 Yeo | 29 27 | 27 l 19 
4 i ol 
Noy Cif 25 Ol ae ee 0! 8] 4 Noy o|o Oo}; 2] 8 
| | | Y Record Vote For (yea). 
47 48 49 50 51 | 47 48 49 50 51 | Gunnn) ¥ la 
ALABAMA INDIANA r ei——_ 
a vy YY N| Hoe YY YY N| Cos $$ 4 x v| 7 Amamelani Chron, 
— 7 ee — et ie ae --4 1. 2. me wh 4 not announce or answer Poll. 
Bartlett + te OS | Hickenlooper V¥¥ Mi i * FY 
sSrvening YY YY N| Met” ¥ YY NN Comon YYYYN| 47 48 49 50 51 
KANSAS 
Hayden Y Y Y Y N|. Carlson Yt#t#tuny — Y Y Y 2? N | SOUTH CAROLINA 
Goldwater t ¢ t NY Schoeppel Y YY NY Cotton Y Y YN Y | Johnston ie ES. 
ARKANSAS KENTUCKY | NEW JERSEY | Thurmond 7 t= 
Fulbright YY YYN Cooper YYYN? Williams yY Y Y Y N | SOUTH DAKOTA “ 
McClellan Y Y Y 2? Y |. Morton YYY-? ce ent) = Dae ee 
CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA Py MEXICO | Mundt YYYNY 
Engle Y Y Y Y N|_ Ellender $v ¥ 0 61 Aeteee YY Y Y N | TENNESSEE 
Kuchel YY Y NN Long 7 © « Cheues YY Yi? 2 | Gore * ¥ %. 2. 
COLORADO MAINE NEW YORK Kefauver , ¥ Fe 
Carroll YYYYN Muskie YYYYN Javits YtHtuny TEXAS 
Allott YYYNY Smith YY YNN ensine YYYNY Johnson YY ¥Ar BG 
CONNECTICUT MARYLAND NORTH CAROLINA ae VOM 
Dodd 2 ia« ] woe YY YNN| Epvin Y y y 2? y | UTAR a i a 
Bush Y Y Y N But ler t ¢ ¢ NN | Jordan yyyyy| Moss eae ie 
DELAWARE MASSACHUSETTS | NORTH DAKOTA ft 7 hrs 
Frear YY YNV Kennedy + ¢ ¢ + - | Brunsdale YY YN y | SR 
Williams Y Y YN Y | Saltonstall Y Y Y NN | Young str ti eS 2. 2 ee 
FLORIDA MICHIGAN | OHIO bined vy es 
Holland YYYYN Hart YY ¥ ¥Y Wl Lemos YYYNY VIRGINIA 
Smathers Y Y Y Y N|_ MecNomara Y Y Y Y N|_ Young y NY Y N| Byrd Y?72Nny 
GEORGIA MINNESOTA OKLAHOMA Robertson :¥ Re 
Russell Y ¢ ¢ N ? | Humphrey t ¢ ¢ ¢ - | Ker $32 vy nN | aeron 
werner 7, ¥ WT ey MeCar thy ; 3 +. ¥ & Morironey ,¥ FW Jackson ae ae. E 
All MISSISSIPPI OREGON vv YS 
“tong Y + ¢ Y Y | Eastland Y Y Y Y N| Morse YY YYN WEST VIRGINIA 
Fong TY ¥ ¥ wR tennis Y Y YY NI Lusk YYYYN Byrd 1 IN 
BAND MISSOURI PENNSYLVANIA ee oe 
Church Y Y Y Y N|_ Hennings YY Y YN! Clark Y Y Y Y N | WISCONSIN 
Dworshak YYYNY Symington 2s. 9 @ & 1a YYYNY Proxmire Ee AB Be 
ILLINOIS MONTANA RHODE ISLAND witey oe ee 
Douglas Y NY NY | Mansfield YYYYN een Y Y Y Y N | “YOMING ’ 
Dirksen Y Y Y NY | Murray Y Y Y Y N| Pastore YY YY NN! oo eR Gi. Shee 
Mahoney 2 3 2 < 
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CQ Senate Votes 52 through 55. 


(No Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Numbers.) 


Senate Passes Commerce, Interior Appropriations Bills; 


Broadens Civil Rights Bill Court 


Obstruction Provision 


























§2. HR 10234, Fiscal 1961 appropriations for the Commerce 54. Civil Rights Proposals. Johnson (D Texas) motion to begin 
P g po oO beg 
Department and related agencies, appropriating $738,388,300 consideration of the committee-reported version of HR 8601, 
g P g po 
and authorizing $2,689,000,000 in payments from the Highway the House-passed Civil Rights Act of 1960. Agreed to 
al g 
Trust Fund, Passed 79-2 (D 53-1; R 26-1), March 29, 1960. 71-17 (D 41-17; R 30-0); March 30, 1960. A ‘‘yea’’ was 
The President did not take a position on the bill. (See story a vote supporting the President’s position. (See story 
p. 560. For earlier vote on the bill, see preceding chart.) p. 558) 
53. HR 10401. Interior Department appropriation. Passage of 
the bill, appropriating $577,395,625 for the Interior Depart- 55. HR 8601. Senate committee amendment to extend Title I, out- 
z pa 
ment and related agencies during fiscal 1961. Passed 78-0 lawing obstruction of court orders for school desegregation, 
(D 53-0; R 25-0), March 29, 1960. The President did not take to apply to all court orders. Agreed to 68-20 (D 43-15; R 25- 
a position on the bill. (See story, p. 562. For earlier vote 5), March 31, 1960. The President did not take a position on 
Pp 
on the bill, see RC 50, preceding chart.) the motion. 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
T T T T SuEyeene One T . T —T- 7 T 
Vote No. | 52 | 53 | 54 | 55 | Vote No. | s2 | so | se {ss | Vow ne. | 52 | 53 | 54 | 55 | 
Yeo 79 | 78 | 71 68 Yeo | 53 | 53 | 41 | 43 | Yeo | 26 | 25 | | 25 
+ + + + + + + 4 
Noy 2 | 0] 17 | w Noy 7 | 15 | Ney 1 | 0 o| 5 
| Y seme Vote For (yea). 
V Paired For. 
52 53 5455 52 53 5455 $2 53 5455 | : meen For, CQ Poll For. 
- 7 N Record Vote Against (nay). 
ALABAMA INDIANA X Paired Against. 
Hill YYNY Hartke oy + ¥ = — ‘sv ¥ — Announced Against, cQ Poll Against. 
set en YYNY ‘ m1 2s © arees i } ? Absent, General Pair, “Present,"’ Did 
ALASKA OWA _ : amen ¥ 39 3 not announce or answer Poll. 
ADA 
Bartlett + FF ¥F¥ Hickenlooper * 3 2 Bible +. ¥ ¥ | 
Gruening YY Y N | Martin Y Vo * Puen yyyy | 52 53 5455 
ARIZONA | KAN 
Hayden YYYN | oe ‘ver ee Y ¢ 2? 2. | SOUTH CAROLINA ' 
Goldwater YF Tt ¥ Schoeppel Yiyy _ ges YYYY | Johnston YY ¥ @ Y 
ARKANSAS KENTUCKY NEW JERSEY bi tea: 
Fulbright 7 oe eS Cooper . 2 N Williams Y Y Y N | SOUTH DAKOTA YYYY 
McClellan YYNY Morton a2 em. ao t+tyx | Case oe oe 
CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA NEW MEXICO | ome 
Engle YY Y Y |. Ellender Yo & < Anderson yyy y | TENNESSEE we 
Kuchel YT VV YY | =e $$ ¢ NY Chavez YY YN ore ie. ee 
COLORADO | MAINE NEW YORK Kefauver . ¥ ts 
Carroll YY Y N_ |. Muskie YY / N dion YY Y N_| TEXAS 
Allott Y¥ eo ee “ye ¥ oe Keating YY YN a : . : : : 
CONNECTICU | MARYLA arboroug 
Dodd y MO te ses "i i 7 “beet ee ee a 
Bush t+ t Y Y | Butler Y Y Y pe YYNY Moss ys 3S 
DELAWARE | MASSACHUSETTS NORTH DAKOTA vena ees 
Frear ce ae | Kennedy : 2 ¢ % Bransdale YYYY ERMONT ; ‘ 
Williams a i oe Saltonstall vir. € Young 229? Y | Aiken Y Y Y 
FLORIDA | MICHIGAN OHIO | Prouty 7 *  F 
Holland YYNY Hart Y Y Y N poem YYYY | VIRGINIA 
Smathers ¥ ¥ WT McNamara Y¥ ¥ ¥en Young YYY Y Byrd . se we 
GEORGIA | MINNESOTA OKLAHOMA t--—™ ree 
Russell : ¢ Mw Y | Humphrey :.f 2 Kerr yyy iy s : 
Talmadge YYNY McCarthy YY Y N ocean YyYyYy Jackson i 
HAWAII | MISSISSIPPI OREGON | _Magnueen vv", 
Long Y Y YN | Eestland YYNY | Men yy y x | WEST VIRGINIA nt 
i. Y Vas Stennis ¥ ¥ NV oT ote a a a Retoleh z 4 . y 
A | } | 
Church YY YY | “Hennings vy vy |e ANA ov yy NC | WISCONSIN 
Dwerabah YYYY Symington ev v | see ‘vv ¥ yaaa Se ee 
ILLINOIS MONTANA RHODE ISLAND | ie 
Douglas N Y Y N Mansfield Y ¥ 2 F Green YYyYY =" seen 
Dirksen M 
irksen YYyYsy urray Y ¥ ¥ ¥ Pastore TV. ¥ O'Mahoney aS. 
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Southern Strategy Politicians in nine Southern states are planning 


a balance-of-power strategy for use in the 1960 
Presidential campaign. ‘‘Independent electors’’ may now stand on the ballot in these 
states -- empowered to back any candidate of their choice in the electoral college. 
Southern strategists think that in a close election the independent electors from the 
South could prevent a majority choice and throw the election into the House of Rep- 
resentatives -- where Southerners might also hold the balance of power. Con- 


gressional Quarterly’s story gives the background. (Page 569) 


Impacted Areas Aid 


If Congress this year adopts a general aid-to- 
education program, it will not be taking the Federal 
Government into uncharted seas. Congressional 
Quarterly’s Fact Sheet gives the details of one federal 
school aid program that has been operating smoothly 
for nearly a decade and has provided eligible school 
districts with almost $2 billion for teachers’ salaries 
as well as construction. A chart shows receipts by 
state. Even the most economy-minded Congressmen 
have refused Administration pleas to cut it. (Page 575) 


Polities 


The Congressional primaries of 1960 begin with the 
Illinois primary, concurrent with that state’s April 
12 Presidential primary (uncontested this year), In 
addition to heated contests for the nominations for 
Senator and Governor, several Congressional seats 
are in doubt inthe primary. Congressional Quart- 
erly’s story outlines the primary outlook and pro- 
vides a separate, revised 1960 election calendar 
including dates of all important political events 
through election day. (Page 564-66) 


Cotton Curbs 


Imports of foreign textiles, cheap to make and cheap 
to sell by U.S. standards, are bringing pressure from 
the domestic cotton industry for curbs on imports of 
foreign cotton goods. The Tariff Commission is 
considering an Agriculture Department plan to raise 
the tariff on cotton imports. (Page 590) 





Roll-Call Votes 


SENATE: District of Columbia funds, NASA 
funds, second supplemental, page 600; Interior 
and Commerce Department funds, page 601-602; 
civil rights, page 602. 

HOUSE: Labor-HEW funds, page 598. 














Civil Rights 


The Senate Judiciary Committee held two 
days of hearings onthe House-passed civil rights 
bill and March 29 reported the bill tothe Senate, 
but not without making more than 20 technical 
and major changes, affecting every section of 
the bill. Ina rare burst of civil rights speed, the 
Senate rapidly approved all but one amendment, 
but then settled back again for a long debate on 
an amendment by Sen. Estes Kefauver that made 
a major change in the voting referees plan. 
(Page 558) 


Lobby Tax Laws 


Washington trade associations and labor unions have 
been pushing hard for legislation to change the tax 
law governing lobby spending, but time is running out. 
They fear that recent interpretations of the law, 
which barred dues-paying members from claiming 
tax deductions for dues money spent on lobbying, 
would cause losses inmembership. Newspapers, ad- 
vertising and public relations firms are just as wor- 
ried because the law now disallows deductions for 
the newspaper advertising campaigns that were be- 
coming popular with many lobby organizations. Sev- 
eral bills have been introduced to relieve the lobbies’ 
plight, but prospects appear dim. (Page 572) 











Everyman's Reference 


The 18th decennial census, already under way from 
coast to coast, is more than a nose cont of popula- 
tion. The census collects information on farming, 
manufacturing, social change, urban, rural and 
suburban development. The information is used by 
businessmen, sociologists, state and local govern- 
ments, Congressmen who need exact statistics on the 
makeup of their districts. Congressional Quarterly’s 
story on the census describes all the ways census 
information is used and outlines some of the proposals 
for new ways of assembling information. (Page 578) 
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